S84TH GENERAL ASSENBLY
REGULAR SESSICH

Hay 24, 1385

PRESIDENT:

The hour of nine having arrived, the Senate 'vill please
come to order. #ill members be at their desks and will our
guests ia the gallery please rise. Prayer this wmorning by
the Reverend Paul E. Flesner, Grace Lutheran Church, Spring-
field, Illinois. Reverend.

REVEREND FLESNER:

{Prayer given by Reverend Flesner)

PRESIDENT:

Thank you, Reverend. BReading of the Journal, Senator
Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you; Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. HNr. President, I move that reading and approval of
the Journals of Tuesday, May 14th; wWednesday, Hay 15th;
Thursday, May 16th; Friday, May 17th; Honday, May the 20th;
Tuesday, H¥ay the 21st; ¥ednesday, May the 22nd and Thursday,
#May the 23rd, in the year 1385, be postponed pending arrival
of the printed Journals.

PRESIDENT:

You've...heard the motion as placed by Senator Hall. Is
there any discussion? If wnot, all in favor indicate by
saying Aye. All opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion car-
ries and it is so ordered. Commitiee reports.

SECRETARY:

Senator Savickas, chairman of Assignment of Bills,
assigns the following House bills to comnittee:

Agriculture, Conservation and Energy - 582; Elemsntary
and Secondary Education - 62, 30, 123, 320, 348, 403, 514,
598, 815, 935, 1037, 1528 and 2387; Higher Education - 533;
Executive ~ 1059, 1159 and 1217; Insurance, Pensions and Li-
censed Activities - 459, 682, 932; Judiciary I - 23643
Judiciary II -...23! and 375; Local Government - 724, 1216

and 1218; Revenue - 18, 153, 138, 811, 861 and 1847.
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PRESIDENT:
Message from the House,
SECRETARY:
Message from the House by Hr. O*Brien, Clerk.
¥r. President - I am directed to inform the
Senate the House of Representatives has passed the following
bills...passed bills with the following titles, in the pas-
sage of which I am instructed to ask the concurrence of the
Senate, to-wit:
House Bills 142, 401, 413, 737, 753, 1075, 1083,
1090, 1129, 1262, 1263, 1313, 1324, 1340, 1341, 1353, 1360,
1362, 1378,...0r 1523, 153, 1533, 1556, 1935, 2202, 2205,
2283, 2437, 2441 and 2473,
PRESIDENT:

A1l right. With leave of the Body, we will begin, while
the members are assesbling, with Hou;e bills st reading,
page 19 omn the Calendar. If any member has a bill that a
House member has requested that he or she pick up, please let
the Secretary know. Page 19 on the Calendar, on the Order of
House Bills ist Reading, Mr. Secretary.

ACTING SECRETARY: {4R. FERNANDES)
House Bill 207.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of ths bill. Senator Savickas is the Senate
sponsor.

House Bill 217, Senator Kustra.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.

House Bill 300, Senator Rock.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.

House Bill 437, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary readé title of bill)

I1st reading of the bill.
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House Bill 578.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Poshard.
House Bill 580, Senator Carroll.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill...bB21, Senator J.J. Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of billy
Ist reading of the bill.
636, Senator Demuzio.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
House Bill 703, Senator Sangmeister and J.J. Joyce.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 760, Senator Chew.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 787.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill., Senator Luft is the Senate sponsor.

House Bill 731, Senator Lufta.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
tst reading of the bill.
House Bill 800, Senators Marovitz, Bloon énd Zito.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 805, Senator Karpiel.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Ist reading of the bill.
House Bill 816, Senator Carroll.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bill.
House Bill 852, Senator ﬁarovitz.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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1st reading.

House

House

House

House

House

House

Bill 352, Senator Poshard.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1023, by Senator Philip.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1027, Semator HWelch.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1034, Senator Welch.
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1038, by Senators Berman and Maitland.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1039, by Senators Holmberg and Berman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Ist reading of the bill.

House Bill 1050, Senator Darrow.

House

(Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1051, Senator Darrowa.

{Secretary reads titls of bill)

1053, Senator Darrow.

House

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill 1072,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

«sssponsors of that bill was...1072, was Senators Etheredge

and Davidson.

1148,

House

1232,

1458,

1467,

by Senator Berman.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Bill... 1206, by Senator Welcha.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
Senator Hall.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
by Senator Poshard.

{Secretary reads title of bill)

Senator D'ATrcCo.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
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1491, by Senator J.J, Joyce.

(Secretary reads title

1385

of bill)

Senate Bill 1500, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title
1523, Senator Degnan.

{Secretary reads title
1535, Senator Kustra.

(Secretary reads title
1555, by Senator Zito,.

(Sectetary reads title
1714, Senator Netsch.

{Secretary reads title
1951, Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title
1952, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title
1977, by Senator Schuneman.

{Secretary reads title
2002, by Senator Rock.

{Secretary reads title
2003, Senator Berman.

{Secretary reads title

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

2036, by Senators Philip and Rigney.

{Secretary reads title
2062, Senator Etheredge.

{Secretary reads title

2088, by Senators Jones and Rock.

{Secretary reads title

2158, by Senators Nedza, Rock and DelAngelis.

(Secretary reads title

~=»2160, by Senators Harovitz, Nedza and Rock.

{Secretary reads title

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

of bill)

2165, Senators Berman, Bock and Nedza.

{(Secretary reads title

of bill)
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2167, Senators D'Arco, Nedza and Rock.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2182, by Senator DeAngelis.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

«++2188, by Senator Marovitz.

(Secretary rteads title of bill)
2226,+4eby Senator Harovitz.
(Secretary reads title of bill)

2232, by Senator Rarpiel.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
1st reading of the bills.
PRESIDENT:

{(Mdachine cutoff)...call the attention of the wmembership
to the back page, we have two hundred and twenty bills on the
Order of 3rd Reading. So I would ask everyone to stay close
to their seat and close to their files, and let's nove as
expeditiously as possible in order to afford all the members
an opportunity. We will go through the Calendar but ounce and
then we will go home. Senator Topinka, for what purpose do
you arise?

SERATOR TOPINKA:z

Yes, if 1  night have permission at this time, Nra...lr.
President, to go on Senate Bill 3072, 1338, 1200 and 766 as a
joint sponsor.

PRESIDENT:

The lady has asked lsave to be shown as a joint sponsor
on the bills...the list of which she will afford the Secre-
tary. Can you walk that list up to the Secretary, Senator
Topinka? Without objection, leave is granted. (Machine cut-
0ff)...Barkhausen, are we ready? On the Order of Senate
Bills 3rd Reading, we'll start where we left off last night,
the middle of page 12, and we will go number by number right
through the Calendar. fe're not skipping any appropriation

bills or anything, we're just going to go right through the
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Calendar., #®e have to go to page 18 and then we will begin
again at the beginning. So my suggestion is, if we can hold
the rhetoric to a minimum it would be helpful. On the Order
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1073. Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary,
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1073,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and nmembers, Semate Bill 1073 is the
outgrowth of the work of the Illinois DUI Task Force and the
reconnendations from it and the Secretary of State's Task
Force stemming from it and also from the lengthy negotiations
and compromise that went on between representatives of the

Secretary of State's Office, legislators that had been

involved with this 1issue and nmembers of the Illinois and
Chicago Bar Associations. This is probably best character-
ized as an omnibus DUI bill, there are numerous provisions in
it. It's best known for its provision dealimg with judicial
suspension of driver's license. Be happy to ansver any ques-
tions, otherwise, would ask for approval.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1073 pass. Thoss in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
‘ open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
‘ Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On *that question,
there are 54 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
‘ 1073 having received the required constitutional majority is

declared passed. 1074, On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd

Reading, Senate Bill 1074. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
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SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1074.
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:
Senator Laft.
SENATOR LUFT:

Thank you, Mr. President. Senate Bill 1074 <creates the
Clinical Laboratory Science Practices Act., I.,..handled this
bill vhen I found out that those people that determine what
are the results of our blood tests are, whether in fact
salmonella...what salmomella is and all the other tests and
cultures that doctors...some of these technicians are no:
required to be registered, as a matter of fact, can be taken
off the streets in some cases. So what we have tried to do
with Semate Bill 1074 is use language that was provided by us
from Registraiion and Edacation, by all people involved, the
doctors are not opposed; in fact, I doa't think there's any
opposition. The language is in conjunction with all other
language on file with Registration and Education., I will
attempt to ask...answer any questions; if not, I'd move for a
favorable roll call...ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? Semator Schaffer.
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Perhaps, MNr. President, we could simplify the process
here and...here in Springfield by sending every persomn im the
State a form annually and allow them to declare themselves
whatever they choose, and we would then register tHgm with a
ten dollar fee. It would be a tremendous revenue source and
#e would cut out all this excess legislation. This 1is
another one of these bills to register a group that...you
know, it sounds noble and all that, but we’re going to eand up

' registering anything that moves in this State or doesn't
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move, and I frankly, think it all comes back to haunt us. We
just killed the Sunset Conmmission and we're just running amok
here.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FAWELL:

Thank you, Mr. President. My sister was a lab techni-
cian, it takes...avwhile %o become one. You have +to have
some trainirg and I thirk he's right, a chemistry student
can't do a lot of these things, amd I suggest we vote Yes.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Further discussion? Senator Luft
may close.

SENATOR LUFT:

¥ell, I think Senator Schaffer is right, we may wind ap
registering those that don’t move, because +this is sinply
anybody right now that can be taken off the street determine
what blood sample you...what is in your blood; and as a mat-
ter of fact, in the Department of Public Health, those people
that were testing for salmonella could have been taken off
the street. I helped create the sunset laws in 1975 and '76
and I don't think I've ever gotten up to get anybody regis-
tered or licensed, but in this case, I think it's extrenmely
important and would appreciate your support.

PRESIDENT:

Question is,.shall Sepnate Bill 1074 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? 411 voted who wish? Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. On that gquestion,
there are 48 Ayes, 7 Nays, none voiting Present. Senate Bill
1074 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed., On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,

Senate Bill 1083. BRead the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1083,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator RuUppa
SENATOR RUPP:

Thank you, MNr. President. The bill originally modified
the...Unified Code of Corrections to prohibit a person in
prison on a felony violation committed with a fireacm from
receiving any good-time credit. There were objections to
that, the bill was amended, and what the bill now does, makes
it a mandatory prison term for at least the minimum teram pro-
vided the comnitting a felony offense was done with a fire-
arm. I ask favorable response.

PRESIDENT:

Any discussion? 1Is there any discussion? If not, the
question 1is, shall Senate Bill 1083 pass, Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
there are 57 Ayes, no Nays, none voting Present. Senate Bill
1083 having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1086, Senmator Vadalabene. 1093, Senator
¥acdonald. Senator Macdonald. Senator Macdonald. Going,
going, gone. On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading,
Senate Bill 1099, read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 10989.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of ths bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald. 0

SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1093 is vwvery
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important bill. It was drafted as the result of a concept
proposed by the Special...Grand Jury on Vote Fraud. The
grand jury suggested that by requiring a print...a thumbprint
on every ballo:f application that that would act as a tremen-
dous deterrsnt to vote fraud, and...they feel it is no nore
of an invasion in privacy tha; a handvwritten signature. So
ite.,it is interesting to note here that it is publicly
endorsed, of course, by Alderman Vrdolyak, the Sun Times and
also by Thomas Leach who is the spokesman for the Chicago
Board of Elections. This will do a great deal not only in
the largest county in...in Illinois but also in other parts
of 1Illinois where there are absent voters who are voted
regardless of whether or not they have been...they actually
are eligible to vote, S0 I...I ask for your vote on this
piece of legislation which is designed to abolish vote fraud.
PRESIDENT:
Any discussion? Senator Netsch.

SENRATOR NETSCH:

Do I understand, Senator Macdonald, that under your bill,
you have to be fingerprin%ed in order to vote?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald.

SENATOR MACDONALD:

That's correct, Sepator Netsch. YOU...yOU would
have...and in the absence...we put an amendment on the bill
to say that in the...in the absence of...we...we have passed
three bills out of here, 1 believe, yesterday reguiring
fingerprinting and in the absence of...in...in handicapped
people of a thumbprint it would be the next digit, or
severely handicapped it would be the same as...as voting by
affidavit. They would have to provide the credentials and
vote by affidavit.

PRESIDENT:

Senator Netsch.
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SENATOR NETSCH:

Yeah, I think I voted against all of those fingerprinting
bills, by the way, yesterday or at least if I...l attempted
to. I'm sorry, I'd like to think that I stand second to no
one in Bye...my dislike of vo%e fraud, but fingerprintiag in
order to vote, somehow just is absolutely beyond the pail to
Be. The next thing, you know, you'll have to...well, I don't
know, I @mean, I guess wa'll ail be fingerprinted
and...footprinted at birth and somehow Big Brother is going
to follow his...through the rest of our 1lives. I'Mee.I'm
sorry, I just find this really offensive to my basic sense
of civil liberties.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Berman.
SENATOE BERMAN:

Well, I'm sorry tha%t Senator Netsch injected civil 1lib-
erties, that will probably fly this bill out of here. Hhat
can you say about a bill +that requires you to be
fingerprinted %o vote? Can we amend the bill so that we can
have a...a sign that says 1984 and a picture of Big Brother
above it as you walk into the voting booth? Of course, it
will in bilingual language. - I happen to enjoy a comstituency
with many senior citizems, many of whom come from foreign
countries; and if there is anything that would intimidate
them more, I can®t think of it. I think this is a outrageous
proposal. I don't know how it got out of committee and I
certainly hope it doesn't get out of hers. Please vote No.
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:

Mr.e.lr. President, thank you. Ladies and Gentlemen of
the Senate, now that we in this Chamber yesterday...approved
an elected school board, let?'s vote for honest elections.

It*s a good bill, it's very simple. Those of you who voie
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for it will be telling the public that you are for honest
elections, and those of who vote against it, will be telling
the public that you are not for homest elections, that you
approve of vote fraud. It's that simple. Wave your hands,
Dawn, all you want. If you vote for it, you're for honest
elections. If you vote against it, you'’re for dishomnest
elections.

PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? This one has certainly served to
wake us up, Senator Macdonald. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

fes, Hr. President, how about tatooing at birth?
PRESIDENT:

Further discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Is...is this optional by election district or is it
mandatory Statewide?
PRESIDENT:

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Mandatory Statewide.
PRESIDENT:

All right. Senator dacdonald...any farther discussion?
Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Hr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, I
don®*t think it*s funny to have vote frauds. We've had plenty
of them. All this bill is trying to do is ensure against
vote frauds, might be funny to some of you éver there, but
it's not funny to me and a lot of <the taxpayers who want
honest elections. I ask you to support the bill.

PRESIDENT: .
Further discussion? If not, Senator Macdonald may close,.

SENATOR MACDONALD:
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¥ell, <first of all, I...I really can hardly say that I
think the Grand...Jury on Vots Praud was capricious in...in
offering this bill. I think that we have had a very serious
problem. It is not unknown, many banks use thumbprints and
fingerprinting for identification. Many hospitals for new
borns use footprints and that is at birth to identify...the
child, and...and that while is not a tatoo, Senator Joyce, it
certainly is at birth an identification which goes through
that child on the birth certificate and is requireds I just
say that becausz of the vast amount of change that has hap-
pened throughout the past few years in the election process
in Illinois, that there has to be some way for us to control
vote fraud. This was the grand jury's suggestion...the...the
Grand Jury on Vote Fraud suggestion, i: has been accepted by
the Chicago Board of Elections, and I don't think that they
are a group who would necessarily esmbrace an idea 1like
this,..unless they felt it was necessary, and I...I just urge
your vote in support of this bill.

PRESIDENT:

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1099 pass, Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed will vote HNay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that
question, there ar 26 Ayes, 31 ©Nays, none voting Present.
Senate Bill 1099 having failed to receive the required con-
stitutional majority is declared lost. 110), Senator Kustra.
On the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1101.
Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1101,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDENT:

Senator Kustra.
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SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President, I would ask leave to have
Senator Barkhausen added as a hyphenated cosponsor of this
bill.

PRESIDENT:

The gentleman seeks leave to add Senator Barkhausenm as a
cosponsor. Without objection, leave is granted. Senator
Kustra.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, HMr. President and members of the Senate. This
bill provides that prosecution for an Election Code violation
be held before a judge from a county other than the one where
such a violation was committed., I would point out that this
is not a change of venue bill. t is just a change of judge
bill in a sense. I think what it does is minimize the pos-
sibility of any undue influence being exerted om a judge
because of some friendship, relationship or knowledge of
the...of the defendant. It also improves the chances of
objectivity om the bench and removes any suspicion of...of
bias. I would ask for its favorable consideration.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I rise in opposition to Senate Bill 1191 and I...I
truly don’t understand the reason for it., It is in my judg-
ment a direct frontal assault or slap in the face of every
circuit court judge in every one of the hundred and two coun-
ties of this State, and there is no justifiable reason. I
arge an Aye...a No vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausena.

SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, I rise in support of this bill
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and simply to make the point that...thai vote fraud is not
confined to any one region of the State. You all remember
when we were going through the gquestion of a preliminary
recount in 1982 and there were allegations on the part of the
Stevenson Camp that vote fraud was at 1least as rampant in
areas outside of Cook County as it...as it allegedly was
within Cook County. I remember hearing Senator Joyce talk
about the vote fraud that allsgedly occurred, for exanmple, in
Kankakee County, and others have cited counties in %the south-
ern tip of the State where there are more registered voters
than there people of voting age. And I think as 1long as
our...our judges, even though the vast, vast majority of them
are..s-are well-intentioned and probably not...vulnerable to
pressure of amy particular kind, as long as they continue to
be elected, it?'s more tham 1likely that even subjectively
they're going to give the benefit of the doubt to the polit-
ical party that put them in power; and for that reason, I
think in...in @a...in a sensitive issue such as vote fraud, it
makes sense for the prosecution to be able to obtain the
change of venue to be sure that the prosecution is going to
be proceediny in as unbiased a manner as possible. For that
reason, I would urge support for the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Macdonald.
SENATOR MACDONALD:

Thank you, Mr. Presiden:t. I rise in strong support of
this bill. I think for the reasons that Senator Barkhausen
S0..»50 succinctly put that it is really necessary for the
prosecation to have a fair a hearing and a fair judgment in a
court of law. I would submit o you that if we were to take
a poll of our constituents throughout the State who watched
on television and actually saw some of the vote fraud
that...that was being displayed right before their eyes, that

you would £find that they would be strong supporters of this
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bill., I urge your support for this.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator...S5enator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. IX...l voted against this bill
in committee, I strongly agree with Senator Rock, this bill
should be defeated.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Berman. If you have
time, Senator.
SENATOR BERNAN:

I was checking with @y criminal law expert before I
spokea It...it disturbs me that the proponents of this bill
stand up and...in fact, what you are saying is that you have
no confidence in any of the judges in the county in which a
vote fraud charge is brought. That's exactly what this bili
says. I find that very difficult to believe. I know judges
from thoughout the State, and I think that there are cases
that probably touch upon issues that are perhaps more per-
sonal, more critical, more sensitive than a vote fraud prose-
cution, and if you think that you have to go outside of the
county to find a disinterested judge or an objective judge,
then I...I really regret that you have that kind of an...of
an opinion of the...circuit court judges throughout the State
of Illinois, and we're not talking about one county. P
find this preposterous. I...Il...I think that this roll call,
everyone that's voting Aye, 1 want to send a copy of this %o
your circuit court judges to let them know what you think of
him,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:
Well, M#r. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate,

I can assure you that my circuit court judges don't want to
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get involved. They'd rather have a,..a jodge from another
county.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? 1If not, Senator Kustra may
close.

SENATOR KUSTRA:

Well, thank you, MNr. President. You noticed in ny
remarks, I thiank, Senator BRock's coamments notwithstanding,
that I wmade no assault on judges from the fromt, behind or
any other direction. Instead, what I am trying to do is
remove any appearance of impropriety. To the question of
where does this occur or how does it occur, let me just say
that I've taken the time to talk to judges, in Cook County
anyway which is where I come from, they %ell me <that they
don?'t like...as Senator Geo-Karis said, they don't like to be
put in these positions. To be very specific, it's a case,
Senator Berman, of where two judges are sitting next to each
other in adjoining courts, they go out for lunch, omne judge
says to the other judge, "I've received a phone call from one
of our friends. Did you kaow that this afternoon you've got
such and...so and so in front of you for a vote fraud case?
He's a precinct captain, he's come through the ranks."
Bither the conversation ends there or it...or it goes on in a
manner I think you can predict. All this bill does is allow
those judges to get off the hook so0 they're not put in those
compromising situations. I make no attempt here on the Floor
of this House to impugn the inteqgrity of any judge, but I
think it*s important that we protect then. #ith the '86
elections around the corner and with Greylord having seri-
ously undermind the confidence of judiciary, I +think this
makes a lot of sense; and as far as those of you downstate is
concerned, I've also checked downstate. It's my aunderstand-
ing that this in many times around downstate occurs anyway.

The judges decide for themselves whan %o remove themselves
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from a case and put someone from another area in the circuit
on that case. With all those ceasons, I really don?t think
this is such a...a big deal. I think it's a good bill to
ensure impartiality on the bench. I would ask for an Aye
vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1101 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 27, the Nays
are 25, ! voting Present. Senate Bill 1101 having failed =o
receive a constitutional ma jority is declared
defeated...Senator Bloom, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BLOOM:

Thank you, Mr. President, fellow Senators. Poiant of per-
sonal privilege.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your pointa
SENATOR BLOON:

In the back gallery are some students from Franklin Grade
School in Peoria. The students are coustituents probably of
both Senator Luft and myself, and I wonder if they could be
recognized.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICKAS)

#ill they rise and be recognized. Sesate Bill 1105,
Senator Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr. Secrestary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1105,

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Sangmeister.

SENATOB SANGHMEISTER:

Yfes, thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senatea
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Looking at the Caleadar it accurately reflects wha:t this bill
does. 1I'm sure all of us have been talking to our doctors
recently and one of them suggested to me that if you don't
want to do anything else in malpractice, at least you ought
to protect us in the area that you mandate usS t0..=tO0 WOrLk
in; and as you Xknow, as part of the school exams, before you
can get into school you bhave to have what a...I guess is
called a DPT shot which is diphtheria, pertussis and tetanus,
and some doctors have told me that they have to gqive those
shots and then later on the child gets a...a reaction %o
taking those shots, and ther they get a malpractice suit
filed against them and if they had their druthers they
wouldn't have given them the shots to begin with. 50 this is
a little protection for our doctors in this area and this is
certainly mild compared to Senate Bill 1200. 1I'11 be happy
to amswer any questions, if not, would move for a favorable
roll call.

PRESIDING OFPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the...Senator Blooma
SENATOR BLOOHN:

#ell, it's with some reluctance that I rise to guestion
this bill. It?'s nmy understanding, Senator, that when a
physician is coanfronted with a DIP situation that they are
not of necessity required by law to give it if, indeed, it’s
nedically contraindicated and that the 1large verdict
lawsuits, the ones that have made this issue somewhat notori-
ous, are issues where you have, let's say, a sibling has had
a rather mild reaction to a DPT and then the younger brother
or sister is given the shot and a very serious negative
result ensues, and in that situation where there is a ten-
dency of reaction within the family that the doctors do not
have to administer this sho%, 1In other words, I'm...I'm a
little concerned that we might be throwing the baby out with

the bath water.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? ®#as that a question, Sena-
tor Bloom, or a statement? No faurther discussion, Senator
Sangmeister may close.

SEMATOR SANGMEISTER:

#ell, in answvar +to Senator Bloom, you are correct. In
the Statute it does not mandate, but the problem iS...is when
you'’re in the doctor's office to,..you understand the child
does have to have the shots and it has to show to the school
authorities that the shots have been administered...I grant
you, the doctor could say to the parent, no, I'm not going to
do it. Well, you know, they’re in there for all the other
tests, now if he doesn't give them the shots now the...the
parent 1is going to have to go to another doctor somewhere.
It's rather impractical, so the doctor is going to give ‘them
the shots. I don't %hink this is any...aby...any problem in
that area, Senator, and I have further put in the bill by
anendnent to cover your second situation provided that the
physician exercise reasonable care in ascertaining the appro-
priate...of...immunization vaccine used and administered an
appropriate immunization vaccine to thz child. S0, Iee.I
think that's tightening up as much as I can. Im closing, I
would just say that...I thiak this is a small thing to do for
the doctors. He ask +them to administer these tests, give
these shots and...for an orderly process in <their office
and...and getting kids into school, I...I think this is a
very minor thing that we could do for doctors.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1105 pass. Thoss in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are -1, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1105 having received

the constituational majority is declared passed. 1112, Sena-
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tor Sangmeister. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 11i2,
{(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Sangmeister.
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Yes, this 1is +the State's Atitorneys' Appellate Service
commission. The bill was originmally put in at two million
eight hundred and ninety-seven thousand four hundred dollars,
was reduaced sixty-nine thousand three hundred; it is now at
two million eight twenty-eight one hundred. Move for its
adoption.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, zhe guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1112 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Thosse
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the records On that
question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays are none, nome voting
Present. Senate Bill...$112 having received
the...constitutional majority is declared passed. Senate

Bill 1129, Senator Newhouse. Senate Bill 1131, Senator

Mahar. Read the bill, Hr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1131,

{(Secretary reads title of bill)

’ 3rd reading of the bill.
‘ PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEAS)
| Senator Hahar.
SENATOR MAHAR:

Thank you, Mr. President and members. This is a clean-up
bill at the reguest of the Secretary of State, and it adds to

the current 1list of licensees those conditions which they
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shall not sell alcohol to include an item.,..the number four
which would be clinically assessed as a...ab alcohol abuser
or drug dependent person.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hall.
SENATOR HALL:

I tried to get your attention and I had my hand up when
you called 1129, I'm.,.I'm the hyphenated sponsor omn that
even though Newhouse wasn't here, and he was in the phone
booth apd he came right out. You...fast gaveled me and I'd
hope we be able to come back to that...

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator, I look at the sponsor, 1 look at his
chair, if I...seek recognition if they want to move the bill,
if they're not there, we move on to the next bill. 1It’s been
the...the policy today that we are going right through the
Calendar and we're not going to wait till phone calls or
lobbyists are answered and move right through the bill.
Senator Hall.

SENATOR HALL:

dell, I understand that, that's why I was up and I tried
to get your attentiom there but you looked over there, but I
kept trying to get your attention and you just went on to the
next bill. So, I think that I...Il...I never delay the func-
tion here, but you know good and well if...if a person is up
and they try to get your attention...I just want to «call on
that,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator, ¥e will go back to it, but I want to adwmonish
you, waving your hand if you're a hyphenated sponsor when the
sponsor is in the...in the Chambers will not get you to call
and move the bill. The hyphenated sponsor is not for the
purpose as a substitute when the original sponsor is here.

It*s up to him to decide whether to move the bill or not to.
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On 1131, if there's no further discussion, the gquestion is,
shall it pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed
will vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayas are 52, the Nays
are none, none voting Present...moved to 33...53 Ayes. The
bill having received the constitutional majority is declared
passed. On Senate Bill 1129, Senator Newhouse., Read the
bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1129,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Newhouse,
SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, #r. President. This bill is a bill that cures
the problem of companies beinmg fraudulently adnitted to a
program for minority contractors. The problem, I think, as
we all know, is that there have been some companies that
simply have front people to certify their organizations
when...when they were not in fact minority controlled. This
bill is intended to cure that., There was an amendment to the
bill +that gave the appointing power for the board that would
supervise this activity to the Governor simce it was a con-
stitutional impossibility for it to have been appointed by
the leadership, even with +the advice and consent of the
Senate., The bill is now in the condition that the sponsor
wanted it in and I'd move its passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Hudson.
SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you, Mr. President, members of the Senate. Hould
the sponsor...answer a question?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
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He indicates he will.
SENATOR HUDSONW:

Senator Newhouse, you had originally a bill 1457, and as
I understand it, that bill...or...Senate Bill 1129 struck
everything after the enacting clause and then 1457 more less
noved over to 1123...became 1123, is this correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That's correct, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Thank you. Also, my understanding is that +this bill
creates a minority controlled aand £emale controllied loan
board. 1Is that correct?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Newhouse,

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

That's correct, Senator, t0...t0...to govern a program
that is already in existence.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Hudson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Well, to the bill, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Huadson.

SENATOR HUDSON:

Briefly, and, Senator Newhouse, I+..-I'm somewhat
reluctantly speak in opposition to the board. It seems to
Be..-.0rf to the bill...it seams to me that what we're doing
here is creating a board, this would be a six-member board as
the bill was amended, a six-member board appointed by the

Governor, no three members of which could be...that is no
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more than three members could be of the same party, if I
understand it correctly. It...the bill invests in this board
a great deal of power, gives the board the...almost unlimited
authority to decide who gets three percent loaas. Now this
isaesthis is a board that would be making leans at an inter-
est rate of three percent to minority interest and tOese.%o
female controlled businesses, I understand i%, in <certain
lipnited areas of the State. St. Louis, I think, being one
and...and one or two others, and I think I would question the
advisability of giving...number one, a board such...what
appears to be immense powers to loan money out, the State's
money, and the funding would come through appropriations made
to DCCA, by the way, loaning out at three percent. It would
seem to me that this would be placing some other people and
even other women who have businesses in other parts of <the
State...we’re limiting it to particular areas of the State
and saying, you can have...we'll loan you money at three per-
cent over a period of twenty years. Now if these loans are
defaulted on, I don't know wha:i happens, I suppose the State
picks up the tab. I don't know for sure, but it just seens
to me to be a...a broad grant of power to a rather small
group of people giving them that responsibility. I'm not so
sure that this.is...that this is the way we want to go to pu:
the State into the loan business toO...to this extent. So I'p
just raising a few of these questions so that you can take a
look at it and decide for yourselves what you want to do.
I...I would be inclined to recoamend a No vote. I think we
have other programs that are trying to do this same thing,
and this may very well be...an overkill or an overlay or an
overlapping of something that may be already being done, I
don?t know, in some other way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

#e have Senator Geo-Karis, Hall, Schaffer and DeAngelis.

Senator Geo-Karis.
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SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Well, Mr., President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, I supported the amendment to Senator Davidson?s bill
which created the minority controlled and the female control-
led businesses...however, what +this bill does as it was
amended...in the original form, I would be bhappy to support
this bill, but the amendment to this bill says that the
loans...the grants shall be done to businesses in the City of
Chicago, East St. Louie and...Alexander and...Pulaski Coun-
ties. W®hat about the other ninety-eight counties in the
State...ninety-six counties?...it's about ninety-eighte..I
mean, we...it doesn't have any help for them. I don't think
this is a...very fair bill...as it is amended, and I...I'm
reluctantly forced to speak against the bill because ii's
patently unfair when you leave out ninety-eight counties.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

For what purpose Senator Newhousa?

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

+»sl think there's a question that needs to0...
PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Well, Senator, that wasn't a question. He're going to go
through the people that sought recognition amd then you can
close. Senator Hall,.

SENATOR HALL:

Thank you, Mr. President, Ladies and Geantlemen of the
Senate. Sepator Hudson, it comes at no surprise to me that
you are opposed to it. I gave you the information so thaz
you would be fawmiliar. Now what this simply does is that
DCCA is trying to stimulate employment around +the State of
Illinois,. What we're trying to do is, we're trying %o get
people off of aid, tryimg %o give them work, trying to give
them some stimulant and this is the thing that they have.
It's a great thing around here to tell people to pull then-

selves up by their bootstraps, but if we don’:i give them any
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boots, how they going to pull them? The point is that what
is necessary here, this simply says that these people in
these depressed areas dowm where Senator Poshard 1is, where
Senator Dunn is and...and those areas. It's...and, Senator
Hudson, by the way, it!s not St. Louis because that's in Mis-
souri, and I heard you wmake that,..I want to tell vyou
thatss.all right., Now...s® the thing that happens is this,
as we stay here and cry with these crocodile tegars, we say we
want to do something for people, we say that we want to give
minorities and females an opportunity, wve say that we want
people to get up and start doing something for themselves.
This is a shot in the arm, this is a stimulant and if you got
some other problems about it, if you feel that it should be
around the rest of the State...we tried to get +the tate
where the most depressed people are and where the high public
;id, general assistance are to try to give these people a
shot in the arm. If there 1is a feeling that we ought
tOs..expand it more, I have...know Senator Newhouse will have
no problem of trying to make some adjustment to that when the
House; but if you don't give people an opportunity, if you
preach day in and day out you're supposed to help yourself,
and you don't come a long and try to help them...you can’:
pray them out of this, you got to get something and fry to
help these people. That?!s why this bill is so important, and
I strongly...ask that we do support this and give it the
necessary votes to get out of here.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schaffer,
SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, apparently, we only want to help people in certain
parts of the State. That's the gripe I think most of us
have. This isn?'t even the whole City of Chicago. This 1is
jast the southland west sides,..that's been amended out, now

it's the whole city...pardon moi. Well, it certainly doesn't
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include my area and we have minority owned and feminine owned
businesses, and I take umbrage at...at limiting a program
that 1is £funded by Statewide money to a small segment of the
State. Now, I admit the minority population is concen-
trated.,..rather heavily in certain sections of the State,
but I would submit to you that the female population is nozt.
You talk about fairmess, this isn't fair, this is burglary.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Dedngelis.

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, I think we've hit on the point of...a classic case
of discrimination, amnd for shame on you, Senator Newhouse,
and you, too, Senator Hall, If you think only the westside
of Chicago 1is depressed, I would like..;l would like to
invite you to drive through the town I was born and raised
in, East Chicago Heights, where there are fifty-two hundred
people and thirty-one hundred welfare checks. And I think
it's...it?'s reprehessible that people who are trying to clear
up a problem regarding discrimination are now discriminating
against people who have been.,..We have minority owned busi-
nesses in our area. You're putting them iato unfair compe-
tition with those very people.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICEKAS)

Senator Poshard.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Thank you, HMr. Presiden:i, Ladies and .Geutlemen of the
Senate. I rise in support of this bill. The bill directly
affects some of the counties in my district and I rise in
support of it, because for years in my work in those counties
I have seen people with no chance of breakinmg the poverty

cycle, twenty-five, twenty-six, tventy-nine percent unemploy-

ment now in some of those counties. He have %o have sone

help. This is not a bill to assist people who simply want'a

handout. Poor people need help on occasion and this bill
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lends them the kind of help that they need to break the pov-
erty cycle. #We cannot continually stand back apart from the
problems of people who simply do not have the sustenance to
get by on a day-to-day basis, do mpot have the kinds of
clothes to put on the back of their children, do not have the
kinds of quality schools to send their children to. He have
to begin to break the cycle in these areas that need it the
most, and it's not as though these people are asking for
something for nothing., They'Te trying very hard inm the coun-
ties in my district which are represented in this bill.
Wefre putting together committees to try to entice industry
to come in. We're putting together all kinds of econonic
development opportunities and incentives o try to direct
businesses and industries to come to our area and some of
those need to be minority owned businesses. I rise in sup-
port of the bill. I cannot emphasize wmore adequately than
I's trying right now, that it?s a good bill, tha: it can help
poor people, and I think that's what we're about in so many
cases in this Senate and elsewhere. Thank you, Mr. Presi-
dent.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator PFawell...is there further discussion? If not,
Senator Newhouse may close.

SENATOR NEWHOUSE:

Thank you, Hr. President. Let me...I was...I rushed in
the presentation of this bill because I wanted to move things
along in the Chamber; apparently, that was a mistake. Let ne
just say to Senators on both sides of the aisle, this bill
does not create a new program. The program presently =exits.
What this bill does is create a watchdog agency to make cer-
tain...can I get some.,.Hr, Chairman,...Mr. President,...I
want...I want...there seems to be some question, I wan%t %o
nake certain...everyone understands where we are. This bill

does not create a new program. The program presently exists.
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What this bill does is create a watchdog agency to make cer-
tain that the parameters of the program are circumscribed and
that people live up to what the parameters of the progranm
are. The 4geographical locations may be a mistake. What we
had...what we tried to do was get into those pockets of pov-
erty to do what I think both sides of this aisle want to be
done, to begin to create small businesses in this State that
will produce taxpayers and increase the tax base. That's the
purpose. Now, for +those of you who feel as if that we
want...that geographic distribution should be expanded, I
would have no objection of doing that in the House if that's
what you want on due consideration, So given that as an
explanation, it is not a new program, it's a waitchdog agency,
I would...I would solicit your support of this bpill. 1If
you’ll suggest to me that you want the changes made in the
House, I will certainly comait to tha*t., I would ask that,..I
would aske...thate.-.a do pass on this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1129 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that gquestion, the Ayes are 31, the Nays
21, 4 voting Present. Senate Bill 1129 having received the
constitutional majority is declared passed. For what purpose
Senator Hudson arise?

SENATOR HUDSON:

I hate to do this, Mr., President, but a verification,
please.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator...Senator Hudson has requested a verification of
the affirmative vote. All the members please be in their
seats. Will the Secretary please call the affirmative roll.
SECRETARY:

{(dachine cutoff)...following voted in the affirmative:
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Berman. Carroll. Chew. Collins. D'Arco. Darrow.

Degnan. Demuzio. Dudycz. Hall. Hoimberg. Jones.
Jeremiah Joyce. Jerome Joyce. Kelly. Lechowicz. Luft.
Marovitz. Nedza. Netsch. Newhouse. O'Daniel. Poshard.
Rupp, Sangmeister. Savickas. Smith, Vadalabene. Helch.
Zito. #r. President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there a guestion of any of the affirmpative vote?
Senator Hudson,

SENATOR HUDSON:

Senator DTArco.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He's on...he's in his seat.
SENATOE HUDSON:

Holmberg,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Holmberg...Senator Holmberg on the Floor? She's
on the Floor?
SENATOR HUDSON:

Jeremiah Joyce...Joyce...okay, all right. That's it, Mr.
President.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On a verified roll call, the Ayes are 31, the Nays 21, 4
voting Present. Senate Bill 1123 having received the con~-
stitutional majority 1is declared passed. For what purpose
Senator Poshard seek recognition?

SENATOR POSHARD:

A point of personal privilege, Mr. President.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOE SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR POSHARD:

Like to recognize in the gallery...in the President's

Gallery to our rear a group of honor students from New

Simpson Hill Elementary School and the best darn musicians in
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Johnson County. They're here with their sponsors and parents
and I'd like for them to rise and be recognized.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. For what puf-
pose Senator Hall seek recognition?
SENATOR HALL:

Having voted on the prevailing side, I move that
they...that vote be,.. 1129 be reconsidered.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Hall moves to :ecensider‘the vote by which 1129
passed. Senator Newhouse moves to lie that motion on the
Table. Those in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those
opposed. The Ayes have it. The motion carriss. Senate Bill
1136, Senator ¥atson. Read the bill, Mr. Secrstary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1136.

4 {Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Watson.

SENATOR WATSON:

Thank you, Hr. President. The amendment is now the bill,
¥e...¥e gutted the original statement of the lagislation and
novw the amendment is the bill; and this addresses a problem
that the salvage people are having, and I don't if you've
been contacted by some...the salvage people in your partic-
ular area. But we passed a bill a couple of year's ago,
House Bill 2211, which really crippled the salvage industry
and it...maybe it was trying to solve a problem of...of chop
shop concerns and, hopefully, it has done that, but it has
created a tremendous problem for the salvage dealers. And
one of the areas that they have a problem is in the identifi-
cation of what is called an essential part. Currently, they

have to inventory all parts, keep track of them regardless of
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the age, and what this bill will now do is say that a vehi-
cle that is less than eight years older is the only type of
vehicle that will...or a...a part..an essential part from a
vehicle that is less than eight years is the only thing that
#ill have %o be inventoried except for a hulk, cowl and
chassis. Those will have to be inventoried regardless of
age.. He're just trying to help solve a problem.that we nmay
have created by...by passage of this bill...in the 1last
Session, and...be glad to...to answer any questions. We are
working with the Secretary of State’s Office, the Cook County
State's Attorney, Department of Law Enforcement and the sal-
vage people are continuing to negotiate in hopes of coming up
to an agreed solution. Right now, the Secretary of State
supports this provision; the Cook County State’s Attorney’s
Office has taken a position of opposition at this time, but
they are willing to continue to...to negotiate with us and
hopefully work this out. I would appreciate...a favorable
roll call.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Mr. Presidente. Senator Watson 1is correct.
There still is some concern that Senate Bill 1136 as amended
dilutes substantially the chop shop bill we passed last
Session. With his assurance that negotiations between the
Cook County State's Attormey and the Chicago Police Depart-
meat who currently :stand opposed to the concept, I feel we
should pass this to the House and continue that dialogque.
Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Is there further discussion? Senator Nedza.
SENATOR NEDZA:
Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the

Senate. I only wish to concur with both of amy colleagues,
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the war will not break out here; if they doan’t come o @...a
settlement, the war will break out in the House.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR SAVICKAS)
Senator Collins.
SENATOR COLLINS:

Just one gquick concern, I would 1like +to see in
your...negotiations that you consider antigue cars...you may
not want to put that limitation of eight years on them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1136 pass. Those in
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 49, the Nays
are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1136 having received
the constitutional wnmajority is declared passed. For what
purpose Senator Vadalabene arise?

SENATOR VADALABENE:

fes, I would like to be recorded as voting Aye on Senate

Bill 1131, I was in ;he telephone booth and when the roll

call was taken, I was absent.

END OF REEL

REEL #2

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

sasyou'il be recorded. Senate Bill 1144, Senator
Harovitz. Bead the bill, Hr. Secretary. You know, I.,..I
would suggest that at the end of today's Session on those
bills you wish to be recorded, instead of interrupting the
procedure that we...see the Secretary, we'll get you recorded

at the end of the Session. Senator Sangmeister. Senator
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Sangmpeister,
SENATOR SANGMEISTER:

Not on. VYes, I am. I'm sorry. Oh, are we on? Okay. I
would suggest maybe it's time for the Donnewald Rule to be
adopted so that we can move readily today. If you recall
that was, you know, the sponsor presents his bill, one in
opposition, the sponsor closes and we go. 1Is there any pos-
sibility of having the rule and invoked?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Sounds good to me. Senator Harovitz, 1144, BERead the

bill, Mr. Secretarya.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1144,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAYICKAS)

-ssS5enator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Thank you, very much, Mr. Presideat and members of the
Senate. This bill only affects checking accounts. As you
know, in recent years, the type of checking accounts avail-
able to consumers has increased. Savings and loan and money
narket funds are all newly competitors with banks for this
business and consumers can po longer maintaimr a single, free
checking account and <they're faced with a variety of
accounts. This bill meets the needs of these consumers with-
oot imposing any burdens on financial institutions. The bill
requires financial institutions to disclose terms which apply
to checking accounts. FRhile wmany institutions make some
disclosures, few of them make them all. The Illinois bankers
drafted Amendment No. 2. They asked for some changes in the
bill, We...We put their amendment on the bill which had to
do with the timing, removing criminal penalties from

the...from the legislation and other objections that they
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had. The amendment is intended fo make it easier for con-
sumers to conpare terms available at different institutions
by standardizing the way information is received and pre-
sented, and it does only affect checking accounts, and I
vould solicit your Aye vots.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, M¥r. President. In the sake of brevity, I'1l
cut out the entire speech and sinply say the identical bill
that dealt with the savings accounts went out yesterday with
exactly thirty votes. There were the same problems with
this, the same plus, the same minuses. I'1l...1'11 skip the
whole argument and just say, hey, it went out with thirty
votes yesterday; my guess, this one's going to go out with
thirty or thirty-one votes, and I'm just going to make you
all aware of that so you don't miss the significance of the
bill. Thank you.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR éAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senmate Bill 1144 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voiting is over.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record., On that question, the Ayes are 33, the Nays are 24,
Senate Bill 1144 having received the constitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1152, Senator Xustra. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1152,
(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
- Senator Kustra.
SENATOR RUSTRA:

Thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate. This
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bill comes to us by way of a constituent of mine and a con-
stituent of Sepator Kelly's. The amendment becomes the bill
and it grandfathers in a group of physicians' assistants who
were tate licensed im 1976 but due to a rewrite of the
section in 1377 are now ineligible for recertification with-
out taking the pational exam. The amendment affects no more
that sixty physicians' assistants who have held State licen-
sare. To qualify for the grandfathering, a physician's assis-
tant must have been licensed between July Ist, 1376 and Sep-
tember 20th, 1377, and have actively...practiced in the State
of Illinois at least twelve of the previous eighteen months
prior to July 1st, 1985. There is some language in here
deleting reference to license renewal. Staff tells me that we
may want to put some of that language back in. I have agreed
to do that...over in the House. I would ask for your favor-
able consideration,

PRESIDIEG OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Kelly. If no discussion,
the gquestion is, shall Senate Bill 1152 pass. Those in favor
will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,
the Ayes are 50, the Nays are 2, 1 voting Present. Senate
Bill 1152 having received the <constitutiomal majority is
declared passed. Senate Bill 1153, Senator Barkhausen. BRead
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1153,

{Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Ar. President and members, Senate Bill 1133 authorizes a

joint action municipal water agemcy to...upon approval and by
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referendun issﬂe General Obligations Bonds. It was amended
once with an agreed amendment by the municipal league. I
know of no opposition, would...and would urge passage.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOB SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If no%t, the guestion is, shall
Senate Bill 1153 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 53,
the Nays are 2, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1153 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1156, Senator Bock. ERead the bill, Mr. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1156.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, HMr. President. Senate Bill 1156 had been oa
the Agreed List and I...I pulled it off awaiting an amendment
from the Office of the Governor and from the Department of
Commerce and Coammunity Affairs. They tell me that amendment
iSe.sin its final stages. The fact is, this is a bill to
afford further tax deductions and inceatives for job training
and retraining programs. The amendment, I'm told, will be
ready and will be presented over in the House. There is abso-
lutely no objection to this and I would urge a favorable
vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHNUDZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, those il...the
question is, shall Senate Bill 1156 pass. Those in favor
#ill vote Aye. Those opposed Nay. The voting is open. Have

all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
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sho wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are
56, the Nays are none, 1 voting Present. Senate Bill 1156
having received the required constitutional majority is
declared passed. 1160, Senator ¥Welch. MNr. Secretary, Senate
Bill 1160.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1160.

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

First, Mr. President, I ask leave tc add Senator Zito as
a hyphenated cosponsor to this bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER=z (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Is leave granted? Leave 1is granted. Senator Zito is
added. Senator Helch.
SENATOR WELCH:

«ssthis bill merely requires the date be placed on milk
containers. Pursuant to a request from the other side of the
aisle, I did amend it to take care of the problem comcerning
glass bottles, and that's about the summary of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNNz

Thank you, Mr. Presidenz. I'd 1like...like to ask th

[0

sponsor a question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMU210)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Dunn.
SENATOR DUNN:

How did you take care of that, Semator? Glass bot-
tles..,pretty hard to put a...a date on a glass bottle.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATGR DEMUZIO)

Senator Wslch.
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SENATOR WELCH:

All bottles have to have some date so the people who
handle them know when to get the milk off the shelf. So, on
the cap of the bottle, which is a paper cap, it would be
placed on the paper cap.

PRBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Dunn.

SENATOR DUNN:

Thank Yyou.a.thank you...I'd like to remacrk that a bottle
cap is awful small and if you’ve 1looked at a bottle
cap...maybe people up in this part of the State don't have
bottle caps, but down in southern Illinois, we still have
glass bottles with 1little caps about an inch and a quarter
across. I think they're full of writing already. I don't
know where you would put a date on top of that. I suggest
it's kind of an anti~-consumer bill. It's not really
goodas .. good business bill and...and I'd suggest a o vote,
PRESIDING OFFPICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right,...furthei discussion? Sepator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Question of ths sponsor.

PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

How did you come up with the fourteen days? What's the

significance of fourteen days?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Senator Welch.
SENATOR RELCH:

The fourteen day was amended from ten days pursuan:t to a
request of the Kroger Grocery Company. They sent one of their
officers out and he advised me fourteen days was a date that

was a reasonable one, The Illinois Retail MNerchants Associa-

tion agreed. They're the ones who helped draw up this amend-
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ment and they have no opposition to this bill at all,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Sepator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

Fourteen days from what? The time it leaves the...the
dairy? The tinme it's processed through the déiry?
What...about when does this date go on?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR HWELCH:

Senate...Senator, it is right in the bill. I mean, we're
just delaying things here for obvious purposes. It?'s...it!'s
from the date it's produced, placed in its final package at
the milk plapt. It?s right in the bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator...Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DOKNAHUE:

I assure you, Senator, I'm not trying te delay this.
I...would like to know why from the...from the time it leaves
or what's the purpose of this? Let's put it that way.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Okay,.s»well, 1let's...let?s start from the beginning.
Milk has a certain life period. From the date it's placed in
the package, what we're saying with this bill is that four-
teen days from that date the milk should be removed from the
shelf in order to make sure that customers are protected.
Then, we're putting *the date...the fourteen days from the
date it's placed in the package on the package itself so the
customers are able to read the package and know what date it
should be off the shelves, so when they purchase the milk,
they know what date they should not purchase it after. This

doesn*t affect it when they're in their home. They cam drink
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it after that date, it's just...it should be off the shelf
fourteen days. That was the recommendation of the fellow from
Kroger Corporation whom, I assume, knows his business.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZI1O)

Senator Donahue.
SENATOR DONAHUE:

I would just say that we have heard tesiimony in commit-
tee that this an arbitrary...dating. A lot of the dairies
already do it, and with all due respect to Kroger, there are
a lot of other dairies in this State. And I'll...finish with
one question. How many...is there no opposition to this, or
d0 you have the same type of information I have and the
numbers of dairies that are still opposed to this bill?
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

A1l right. Senator #elch, you can handle that in your
closing remarks. Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:
Will the sponsor yield?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Etheredge.
SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

The...what is...vhat is the purpose of this...of the
legislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator ¥Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

I...T think it's pretty obvious what the purpose is,
Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMNUZIO)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

I didn't hear the answer to that...I...I heard a state-

ment, but I didn't hear the amsver to the question.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIiO)
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Senator Welch.
SENATOR WELCH:

#ell, as I told Senator Donahue, the purpose is to get
milk off the shelf fourteen days after it's put in the pack-
age im order to protect consumers so that they don®t end up
buying milk that shonld be off the shelf but hasn't been
taken off.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIQ)

Senator Etheredge.

SENATOR ETHEREDGE:

3
.

Well, I rise in strong oppositicn to this bill. The
dating whether it be ten days or fourteen days does not
accomplish your stated objective. There...and this is not a
matter of subjective...feelings, this is a...a matter which
iS...which <can be verified by scientific tests. If you want
t0...the most important factor in determining how milk tastes
and how safe it is at the time of consumptiomn is not the
period of time *hat's lapsed between the time the milk has
been pasteurized and bottled and taken to the store, but it
is rather the temperature at which that milk has been stored
during the process and your...your putting a date is not
going to protect customers at all. I suggest to you that it
is going to do ome other thing though, it may...if it accom=-
plishes anything at all, it's going to increase the cost of
the product to the consumer. So, what this bill is iS a...is
a stick it to the consumer bill. 1I*'d suggest that the best
thing that we could do is to...is to vote this thing down.
The amendment changing it from ten days to fourteen days
really doesn't accomplish anything at all, either in
the...the way of consumer protection or...or anything else.
As one of my colleagues...want to say from time to time, it's
like putting perfume on a hog. ThiS...this bill is still a
hog ard I recommend a No vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
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All tight, further discussion? Sena-
tor...5enator,..Senator Haitland. #e have five additional
speakers. Senator Maitland.

SENATOR HAITLAND:

Thank you, very much, HMr. President. Senator Etheredge
touched upon wmost of my areas of concern but a direct ques-
tion, Senator Welch, if you would be willing toO...t0 yield.,
dhat...what terrible thing are you gunarding consumers
against? dhat's going to happen to that milk after fourteen
days? I know a little something about the dairy industry
and I want to know if...if you know what <really you’re
talking about.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SéNATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Welch.

SENATOR WELCH:

Well, Senator, the...the harm may not appear in all
forms, but what we're trying to do is give consumers informa-
tion that is available to people in the industry who can read
the milk cartons so that they can make an informed decision
when they go +to the store and, in particular, if they have
milk there with several different dates, they can choose
among the cartons of milk which is the fresher and take that
home.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Berman, for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR BERMAN:

At the appropriate time, I'd move the previous question.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIO)

Well, there are Senator Karpiel, Senator Joyce, Senator
Zito and Senator Kelly and that will be it. Senator
Maitland.

SENATOR MAITLAND:
Thank you, Hr. President. The fact of the matter is, as

Senate....Senator Etheredge has indicated, as long as that
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pilk is...is kept cool, milk's shelf life can go on for quite
2sesquite a length of time. Let me tell you what...let me
tell you what people in...in stores and supermarkets do, and
I can tell by the...by the atiention of the Body, n0...d0ot
too many people really care about this...but the fact of the
matter is...the fact of the matter is, people who work in
stores are required by their...by their bosses and do it as a
matter of...of policy in the store, continue to move the milk
fﬁruard on the rack. Milk turns over very rapidly, it siaply
does. So, what!'s going to happen is youlre going to have
people, because they know the date is there, picking always
the freshest date which, in faci, probably will cause milk to
eventually have to be throwan out. Now thait's a fact of life;
and as Senator Etheredge has indicated is, indeed, going to
raise the cost to the consumer, and I...I suggest to you,
Senator, this is a bad bill and I think the original intent
was to climb on board with the concern about salmonella, no
question about that at all, that's been a major concern and
salmonella is preseant in every...in all milk and is taken out
by pasteurization. As 1long as the milk is kept cool, that
problem is taken care of. I think i**s a bad bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jerome Joyce.
SENATOR JEBOME JOICE:

I don't know what all the coantroversy is over this. So,
some of the milk will be thrown out. The Federal Governnment
spends two billion dollars a year storing surplus milk, 50,
maybe we'd cut some of that down and the people who are
drinking milk would get a little fresher milk.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATGR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Kelly. I'm sorry,
did...Senator Karpiel was next, Senator Kelly. Senator
Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:
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I just want to mention that I...I, along with thousands
of other people, drank milk that was dated and it was dated
way in advance, I mean, it was not bad milk, it was aot on
the shelf too 1long, I drank the correct date to get
salnonella. I mean, I had salmonella along with thousands of
other people and I drank the milk that was dated. I can't
see that this bill is going to do anything at all. I%f's just
a silly bill.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Kelly.

SENATOR KELLY:

Thank you, Mr. President. Ladies and gentlemen, we've
just had thousands of people that...became ill over this. 8e
had many Illinoisans die from salmonella. The sponsor has
indicated that he's working with the Retail Association ard
I'm sure he's also would be willing to accede to any changes
in the House if we need any amendmenis, I move and I very
proudly support Semate Bill 1160.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Zito.
SENATOR ZITO:

I didn't want to get into this, Mr. President, but I
excused my ignorance to all of you dairy farmers here. I'm a
consumer like everybody else and I don?t know anything about
the dairy industry. I do know...that when I go to buy a
carton of milk, I'd like to see a clear, legible date so that
I know what kind of milk I'm buying and how long ago that
milk was packaged. What's the argument? I think we should
be able to afford the consumers of this State...and I didn't
realize that it didn*t happen in every county because in the
County of Cook, there is a date marked very clearly oR...on
the package. Come on, let?s.,.cut out the rhetoric, let's be
able to at least decide when the milk was packaged and have

it in legible for so that a consumer walking into a store can
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see it clearly and make the decision for themselves. It's a
very simple concept and I supporit it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Further discussion? Senator #elch may closa.
SENATOR WELCH:

Thank you, Hr. President. Dates currently exist on bot-
tles of milk but they're not legible to coasumers, that?s Ffor
quality control by the industry and the grocery store itself.
A1l this bill does is say, make that date in a legible mark-
ing so that the consumer can have the same information that
the grocery store and the producer does. 1 would urge an
affirmative vote,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

All right, the guestion is, shall Senate Bill 1160 pass.
Those in favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The
voting is open. Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
Wwish? Have all voited who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 29, the Nays
are 24, 3 voting Present, Senate Bill 1160 having failed to
receive the required constitutional majority is declared
lost. Senate Bill 1163, Senator Jerome Joyce. On the QOrder
of Senate Bills 3rd Reading, Semate Bill 1163, #Hr. Secretary,
read the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1163.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)-

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. The next three bills are
a package that was initiated by the Health and Medical Policy
Besearch Group and what they do is...is educate the public on

programs for the correct use of pesticides, and this bill
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would increase the fees and.,.and have the Department of
Public Health work out the problems with this. 1I'd be happy
to answer amny questions.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1163 pass. Those in favor vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Semnator Savickas. Have
all voted who wish? Take the record. Oan that question, the
Ayes are 55, the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate
Bill 1163 having received the required constitutional major-
ity is declared passed. 1164, Senator Joyce. Mr. Secretary,
1164, read the bill.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill ti64.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, this is...another one of the bills that creates the
Pesticide Control Fund which is to be used for public edu-
cation program on the correct use...pesticides, and I*'d ask
for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If no%, the guestion
is, shall Senate Bill 1164 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 56,
the Nays are none, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1164 hav-
ing received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1165, Mr. Secretary, read the bill.,

SECBRETARY:
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Senate Bill 1165,
(Secretary reads titls of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIOQ)
Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEROME JOYCE:

Yes, thank you, f#irs President. This is the 1last of the
package. It requires the Department of...Public Health to
conduct a study of urban pesticide abuses, and I'd ask for a
favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Any discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1165 pass. Those in favor vots Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On tha* question, the Ayas are 54, the Nays
are none, none vpting Present. Senate Bill 1165 having
received the required constitutional majority is declared
passed. Senate Bill 1186, Senator Smith. Mr., Secretary,
read the bill, A1l right. 1191, Senator Jeremiah Joyce. On
the Order of Senate Bills 3rd Reading is Semate Bill 1191,
Hr. Secretary, read the bill. Senator Keats, for what pur-
pose do you arise? Oh, Senate Bill 1191, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill,

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1191,
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the pill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)
Senator Joyce,
SENATOR JEBREMIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.

Senate Bill {131 creates the Mobile Check Cashers Act. You

can look at your Digest for all the particulars on it. 1




Page 51 - Hay 24, 1985

will basically summarize the...presently there is one mobile
check casher in the State and that is Thillens and what
these...what Thilleas does is it goes to different locations
and cashes payroll checks. The individual locations have <o
be approved by the State. W§hat this Act would...what this
Act would do in part would provide that the State would just
license the mobile check casher and review as part of its
ongoing operation the various locations. The currency
exchanges are in opposition +to this. The...the Illinois
State Chamber of Commerce...chamber\is of supportive of 1it.
The Illinois Employer®s Association is supportive of it and
I'1l be happy to answer any questions; otherwise, I would ask
for an aye vote.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Any discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, #r. President. On a simple philosophic basis,
I would support the bill saying that it does allow greater
use of a certain type of currency exchanges, but there are
one or two minor problems that you really have to think about
that are really technical problems. First, the Department of
Financial Imstitutions does oppose it, I mention +that which
will influence maybe one vote in the room, but I am supposed
to at least mention that. W®hat we're doing is essentially
removing the mobile check cashers from...or the single mobile
check casher from what is in reality the regulation of the
entire rest of the industry which are, of course, nonmobile;
and what happens is, in most of these communities where you
have currency exchanges, they are it when you talk about
financial institutions, that's it, there's nobody else thers
and...and I know why. Anyone who's been to where most of the
currency exchanges are, you wouldn't open a bank in that area
either and the bank probably financially could not survive.

The cash is not there in some cases. The issue is a very
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localized one because in those areas these curreancy exchanges
also sell things, they sell stuff like the license plates,
the food stamps, many of the other things that we, as a
State, have to distribute. If we had another way to distrib-
ute them in the area without opening up an entire new State
office which will cost us gquite a bit of money to open a
State office, distribute the food stamps and the thises and
the license plates and the thats and those sorts of things,
we'd be okay. I umean, in one sense, I want to say I'a for the
bill, *cause from a...from a philosophic point of view, the
bill is correct; from a practical point of view, it does
undernine and in some cases do away with a series of currency
exchanges in areas wvhere we, as a State, have no other way to
distribute things such as that, and for that reason, I would
ask opposition to the bill even though philosophically the
bill is...appears good.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

First of all, as a point of personal privilege. Senator
Keats, I have a currency exchange, I don't own it, but itt*s
across the street from my office and I resent the fact that
you claim the neighborhood my office is im is pretty crummy.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator...

SENATOR DeANGELIS:
eesbitacehOee.chosaawait.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIOC)
Senator DeAngelis.,

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

It's not real hot, bat it's not that bad. A gquestionm of
the sponsor.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

He indicates he will yield. Senator DeAngelis.
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SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Well, if you're going to do this, Senator Joyce,...first
a statement and them a gquestion. Bssentially you're
deregulating this industry. Why don't you just take them out
of the Currency Exchange Act?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

#ell, they still come under...they still come wunder the
licensing provisions of the State.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Deldngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Yeah, they get one license, that's it for all of them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

fiell, first of all...first of all, there...there
is.;.thete is a process...a rather complex and detailed proc-
ess involved in the issuance of the license, but...but as a
pragmatic wmatter, the department isn't really doing anything
Tight now...with...other thar putting the...putting Thillens

through a...a...a process that is without real meaning other

than being...being time consuming. They talk about how it
impacts community and those types of things that really don't
come into playa. These...Thillens is not cashing checks on
public streets. They go to a place of business. The
employees...cash their payroll checks. It's a...primarily a
security or a safety factor and that's the supporting ration-
| ale for...for...for this legislation.

? PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

| Senator DeAngelis.

| SENATOR DeANGELIS:

¥Well, rather quickly, I think you supported my statement.




Page 54 - May 24, 1385

If they're not doing anything, if they're just cashing
checks, why not just take them right out of the Act? Hhat
you're doing here is essentially making a department respon-
sible without giving any authority.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator...Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JERENIAH JOYCE:

Hell, that's not gquite the case. IE you would support
taking them our of the Act, if you would support totally
deregulating this, then you would have a situation where you
would have people walking around cashing checks for other
people. There'd be no regulation. There'd be no oversight on
this. I don't think you really want that, Senator.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:

Yeah, thank you, Hr. President and members of the Senate.
I...I rise in opposition to this legislation for a number of
r£easonse. I served on the subcommittee in the House when we
debated the issue as it related to currency exchanges and the
mobile cash checking...cash checking of Thillens?! operations.
In many compunities and particularly in the City of Chicago,
for example, the currency exchange is that poor person’s
barking outfit. The currency exchange in many of these areas
is the only area where you...where the Department of Public
Aid sends checks direct, and why did they do this? Because
of theft from the mailboxes in many areas, senior citizens on
their way to the...the...the bank or to the currency exchange
were being robbed. Since we instituted that process, theft
of public aid checks almost is...nonexistance; not only that,
the banks in the area either left the community and they
refused to even accept the deposits of...of public aid
checks. On top of that, it is the only area, as I indicated,

where people are...id a particular community can get their
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food stamps, can get checks cashed. 1In some instances, they
are open twenty-four hours a days. The operation that this

bill was set up is that a...a Dobile check cashing outfit

"will cowme in, cash some checks and leave, thus resulting in

these currency exchanges which render a service in a con-
munity to either have to close up, force them to lay off
employees, We dealt with this subject matter. 1It's not the
first +time this bill has been here, but in communities that
need this service, this particular bill will serve as a
detriment to the people. We tried to work out a compromise
that didn?t worke What he wants to do with this bill is have
a mobile check cashing outfit go sit in froent of a bank and
cash the checks and then leave. In some communities you have
no other facility whatsoever but that currency exchange.
It...and this outfit is only desigmed to take the profit out
of the coammunity, render no service, there...it’s not going
to be there in the eveaing, it's going to serve no protection
for the people whatsoever and this is the reason why we as
the members of the General...General Assembly instituted that
law back in the...in the mid *70's. 30, I urge each and every
one 0of you +to vote strongly against this bill because it's
not rendering a service to the people, it just designed to
help one particular outfit which is Thillens.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENMUZIQ)

All right, further discussion? Senator Dudycz.
SENATOR DUDYCZ:

.ssquestion for the spoasor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Dudycz.
SENATOE DUDYCZ:

boes this bill specifically have anything fo do with
public aid checks? ‘
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce.
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SENATOR JERENIAH JDYCE:

No. The answer to that gquestion would be no.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIO)

Senator Dudycz.

SENATOR DUDYCZ:
Then what's he talking about?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMNUZIO)

Senator Joyce, you want to answer that? Apparen:ily not.
Senator Joyce may close.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

#ell, we've all had a long week. Huck of what Senator
Jones has just spoken is...is in error. These...they're no:
looking to park in fronmt of a bank, that is not whate...that
would not be permitted. This 1issue has...the currency
exchange is on one side and one mobile check cashing service
on the other side. I ask for your support on Senate Bill
1131,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZID)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1191 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have
all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 27, the Nays
are 28, none voting Present. Semate Bill 1431 having failed
to receive the required constitutional majority is declared
losta. . 1192, sSenator Joyce. On the Order of Senate
Bills...3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1192, Mr. Secretary, read
the bill.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1192,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DENUZIO)

WCIA has requested permission to videotape. Is leave
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granted? Leave is granted. Senator Joyce.
SENATOR JEREHIAH JOYCE:

Thank you, Hr...Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1192 is really a technical amendment <taking out
at some obsolete provisioas. I know of no opposition to the
amendment and I move its...its passage at this time.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIOQ)

Any discussion? Sepator Davidson.

SENATOR DAVIDSON:
Question of the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Indicates he will yield. Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Wasn*t 1132 to follow 1191 and since 1191 creating the
mobile just died, doesn't this...this says aboui doing away
with licensing or ambulatory currency sxchanges. Don't they
mean repeal the...surety...bonds? Aren't they one in
same?...didn'i theyes.didn't,,.did they not have to go
together?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEHUOZIO)

Senator Joyce.

SENATOR JEREMIAH JOYCE:

»e«I mean, what do you think, I would tell you a lie?
I'n telling you that it's...it's...it's an...it takes out
aNessit has nothing to do with 1191, it takes out some obso-
lete language and I don't think there...if you look in your
Digest, I don't think there's any opposition to it.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DENUZIOQ)

Senator Davidson. Further discussion? If not, the,..the
question is, shall Senate,..Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Just a gquestion. I believe everything that?s in this
bill and there's no opposition, but this bill is 1liable to

come back here with an aamendment on it. Are we going to see
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1191 possibly put into this bill?2 That?’s just...all I want
to know from the sponsor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Joyce. All right, further discussion? The ques-
tion is, shall Senate Bill 1192 pass. Those in favor vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 42,
the Nays are 4, 5 voting Present. Sepate Bill 1192 haviag
received the reguired constitutional majority is declared
passed. 1200, Senator Rock. On the Order of Senate Bills
3rd Reading, Senate Bill 1200, Mr. Secretary, read the bill,
please.

SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1200.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rock,
SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. I would first request 1leave of the Body to show
Senator Philip as the immediate hyphenated cosponsor of this
legislation as amended.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

All right, you've heard the request of Senator Rock to
add Senator Philip. 1Is leave granted? Leave is granted.
It's so ordered.

SENATOR ROCK:

Senator Bloom just got effectively moved over one, yeah.
Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate, last night late in the
House, House Bill 1604, under the sponsorship of Representa-
tive Daniels and Speaker Madigan, passed out virtually unani-

mously, I am told, apd it deals with...as does 1200 as
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amended, it deals with the subject of medical malpractice, a
subject which has troubled all of us since the Session began
and troubled us last year. The whole idea of 1200 as amended
and it is admittedly a conpromise, a compromise, I might add,
which fully satisfies neither side, but a compromise that, I
think, is truly in the best interest of those that we are all
committed +to protect, and those are the victims of medical
malpractice. It makes an attempt to control the problem that
the medical profession has faced, namely, the inordinate
escalation of their premium costs with respect to this insur-
ance coverage, and it does roughly twelve things
substantively in an attempt to get a handle on the problen,
and the problem really is a dual problen, There...everyone
admits there are, unfortunately, cases of medical malpractice
and at the same time, I think everyone also admits that there
are too many lawsuits, some of which admittedly have been
frivolous. So, it makes an atiteampt to cut down the number of
lawsuits. It affords those medical professionals an oppor-
tunity which they've not had before to be early dismissed out
of a lawsuit in which they are naned in error, and it also
provides for the right to counter sue on behalf of a physi-
cian if, indeed, he has been wrongfaully accused. So, I think
if you couple those four very significant provisions along
vith the call for the setting ap of itemized verdicts and a
structured verdict, examination of hospital and physical
records, setting some standard for expert witnesses, setting
some standard for who has to certify as the lawyer does by
affidavit that he has a wmeritorious claim, if you put all
those things together, those of us who wers directly involved
in the negotiations truly feel that we have adequately
addressed this problem, and the fact is, we will just simply
have to wait and see what impact, if any, it will have on the
premium cost. Along with this agreement, there are two other

bills which will be coming from the House; one, concerns re-
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porting bY...by insarance companies, so that truly the
information that is made available to us will be better and
more accurate. Even the director of the Department of Imsur-
ance admitted that the information that's evem provided to
his office simply 1is dinadeguate upon which to make an
informed decision; and +the other would regquire that 1if,
indeed, a medical professional has been called before the
Hedical Disciplinary Board, that board, in recognition of the
fact that...that in...there's a percentage at 1least of the
medical profession who have, in fact, been found guilty of
malpractice, who are somehow impaired and it providese..it
will provide...the <third bill will provide that that disci-
plinary panel has the authority to order either a physical or
psychological examination or both of the doctor who is under
inguiry. I think this is a compromise that we caa be proud
of. I will tell you honestly there are some in the legal
community who are not overjoyed with this because in addition
to all the other provisions we have puf a limit on contingent
fees, but I think all in all it is a balanced and sound
addressment of a...an admitted crisis, and the crisis is oane
of affordability, the crisis is one of t00 many frivolous
lawsuits and I think Senate Bill 1200, as amended, goes a
long way to address those conceras. I would...invite any
and all of you who have been contacted by your professionals
in your district +to Jjoin with us as cosponsors. The
Speaker...l...I spoke with the Speaker this morning early and
both he and Representative Daniels are awaiting the nessage
from this Chamber that we have passed Senate Bill 1200 and
they intend to move it rather expeditiously across the way,
so I would urge an Aye vote on Senate Bill 1200.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

A1l righ%t, further discussion? Senator Davidson.
SENATOR DAVIDSON:

Mr. President and members of the Senate, I believe under
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our rales...the Statutes, that it is a possibility of the
bill that's going to be a conflict of iaterest to you im your
other professional 1life as this 1is to me as a practicing
chiropractic physician and I do deal with malpractice. One,
I wanted to declare that conflict; secondly, I want to say
that I'm going to vote Aye and I wurge those all here to
respond With am Aye vote. This is a crisis that we all need
to respond to and as Senator Rock so...said, not everybody is
happy and usually when we have all opposing sides no%t happy
it means we did sowmething good for the...for the constit-
uents.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Netsch,
SENATOR NETSCH:

There's something familiar about this argument. The bill
is a compromise, neither side is satisfied, and i guess I
would simply add, I <think it is not a good compromise. I
think it*'s a bad bili. I am neither pro-lawyer nor
pro-doctor. I think it just does not satisfy
the...legitimate concerns of both of those professions and
most particularly of some of the people who are caught in the
middle who should be our real concern, but as someone said
yesterday, although they didn*t all respond accordingly, I
guess this thing has got to keep moving along because it is
major issue that has to be resolved at some point. I cer-
tainly hope that everyone sits down and looks at it again as
it moves along, so that it will, indeed, come back to us inm a
form that is balanced, is a fair coampromise to all of those
involved.
PRESIDING OFFICEK: (SENATOR DEMOZIOQ)

Senator Geo-Karis.
SERATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen of the Senate; 1

had an amendment removing punitive damages, but it is in the
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bill now as it is written, and so I'm going o speak in favor
of the bill. It may not be the best bill, but I'1l tell you,
it's a step in the right direction and I certainly will sup-
port the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOGR DEHUZIO)

Further discussion? Senator DeAngelis.
SENATOR DeANGELIS:

Thank you, Hr. President. This bill is a product of sone
intense, prolonged and very emotional discussions. It's
unfortunate that the bill was depicted as a battle between
lawyers and doctors, when in reality it was an attempt +to
stablize the rising costs of medical care. 1 think the bill
is a step in that direction and at the same time ensuring
protection for those who are injured by any type of medical
malpractice.

PRESIDING OFFICEB:. (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator DeAngelis, have you concluded? All right. Fur-
ther discussion? Senator Marovitz, There are five addi-
tional speakers. Senator Marovitz.

SENATOR MAROVITZ:

Question of the spoansor.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEHUZIO)

Senator Rock indicates he will yield. Senator Marovitz.
SENATOR HAROVITZ:

Senator Rock, yesterday and last unight in the House,
did...and I don't really know the answer, but I was told
this, did...besides the...the major amendment, did they also
put on amendment dealing with...social security?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

There was an attempt npade...one of the provisions in

here, .and I'll point your attention to...according to our

memo, with number nine is a modification of the collateral
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source rule. The current law is fifty percent of collateral
source not to exceed fifty percent of the verdict. It went
to a h;ndred percent and included, obviously, within that
hundred percent are disability and social security payments.
There was an anendment offered which was barely defeated.
That*s of concern to both the Speaker and myself. I can tell
you, I spoke, as I indicated, with the Speaker early this
morning, there will be an attempt, I am told, to renegotiate
that section because I don't think even the...medical society
and their representatives really wanted to do what, in fact,
has been done. So, there is going to be an attempt to remedy
that, but it did not...the amendment did not get on,
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR DEMUZIO)

Senator Marovitz,
SENATOR MAROVITZ:

That does concern me and I'm glad to hear that it will be
addressed by you and the Speaker. A second question, over
and above the social security question, could you just
explain briefly...and this is a very iamportant bill, could
you just explain briefly the structured verdict portion of
the legislation?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR DEMUZIO)
Senator Rock.
SENATOR ROCK:
Yes. The current law, obviously, has no provision what-

ever for structured payout, and that's really what this is.

It is a payout over a number of years assuming the verdict
reaches and is above a two hundred and fifty thousand dollar
award. Two things, 1let me...let me quickly hasten to add: .
one, is that the average judgment or average settlement these
days is in the neighborhood of one hundred thousand dollars,
so unless and wuatil you’ve got a big hit, as I’m told they
had in St. Clair County not too many days ago of two wmillion

plus, at that point, at the two hundred and fifty thousand
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dollar level, it would call for a periodic payment over the
actuarial...the proposed actuarial 1life of the victinma
Reason for that and the reason that the medical society was
so insistent upon that was that?s the level at which reinsur-
ance kicks im, and so they are able at that point to ade-
quately address the problem of reinsurance literally by
virtue of buying an annuity %o...to pay that out over a
nunber of years. There is sone concern and justifiable con-
cern and, again, I can tell you the Speaker and I are still
negotiating on this one, because what has happened with the
provision as it's written is if, indeed, the victim receives
an award of two hundred and forty-nipe thousand dollars, they
receive the award all at once as is the «current law. If,
indeed, the award is two huadred and fifty-~one thousand
dollars, the structured payment provision kicks in and they
are then entitled wupon application to the court only to
receive half of it as a...as a initial lump sum.
There...there is some inequity in that and...and we are
attempting to do two things at once, remedy the inequity and
yet recognize the <fact that that's the 1level at which
reinsurance kicks in and that's really the heart of the prob-
lem because...some years ago this General Assembly, by an
overwhelming majority, afforded the medical profession im our
State the opportumity +to 1literally form its owa insurance
company because the insurance market was drying up. They are
required, obviously, o buy reinsurance and there is cur-
rently only one carrier and that*s Lloyds of London, and the
fact is if...if Lloyds...ever stops, there will be no
reinsurance. This will afford some modicum of protection,
they feel, and I think with some justification, so that they
can pay out over a number of years, but that...that inequity,
again, will also be addressed.

PRESIDING OPFICER: (SENATOR SAVICEAS)

Sepator Marovitz.
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SENATOR MAROVITZ:

I just call these %to the attention of the Body because
these are two provisions both dealing with the victims, hav-
ing nothing to do with the lawyers and coatingency fees,
whatever we do there is fine, but *these...this is docllars
that go to the victims and I think are...are areas that nust
be addressed. The bill has got to move along. I?m sure it's
going to pass out of here unanimously, but they have to be
addressed before we put this on the Governor's Desk.
PRESIDING OFFICER:z {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

fith those thoughts in mind, let's watch the timer, limit
our debate to the...to the time allowed and we can aove
quickly through the bills, Senator D'Arco.

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Thank you, Mr...Mr. President. My concern with thez bill
is the structured verdict part of the bill and 1I'm worried,
Senator Rock, that..,.wha: happess when you get a...a young
person, a ten year old boy who's injured as a result of a
doctor*s negligence and he becomes a paraplegic for life and
his life expectancy is seventy years or so, and the verdict
for future damages is a million dollars? I think 1if you
calculate that over the course of his 1life expectancy,
this...this young boy will be receiving something like twenty
thousand dollars a year under a structured verdict. Now, you
may think that's fair, but...and in...and in many cases where
the injury isn't as severe as that, maybe structured verdicts
have some reasonableness, but in a situation where you really
have a severe inmjury, I just don't think it's fair :o
SOme...someone who has to live with a physical disability for
the rest of his life to be getting twenty thousand dollars a
year.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:
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Well, Senator D'Arco, please understand, I...I did not
suggest nor did I mean to suggest that it is fair in that
instance, no question about that. W®hat...what I am going teo
suggest, however, is that the...the court is empowered in
that instance...let's assume your hypothetical, the court is
enpowered to grant initially a luamp of one-half of the award
so that those kinds of medical necessities can, in fact, bse
met and one of the things that we argued with the medical
society and its...its representatives about was that as orig-
inally proposed, there was no appreciation factor. There was
no inflation factor. The fact is, now, there is an infla~
tion factor built into these periodic payments and it wilil
escalate roughly according to the...the interest rate of the
T-bills, so you can figure somevhere beiween eight and ten
percent...percent annually, so that if the first payment |is
seventy-five hundred...seventy-five thousand dollars, let's
assume, the next payment will be ten...next year will be ten
percent above that and it is also built into...that esca-
lation is built into the base, and I would...further suggest
that I think it's still doable under any configuration to go
back into court and explain that, indeed, the cost of medical
care for this individual in this circumstance may well be
more than that periodic payment and the court has, of course,
I think, the opportunity to do something about that.
PRESIDING OFFICER: ({SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator D'Arco, your time has expired. Would you bring
your remarks to a close?

SENATOR D'ARCO:

Rell,...well, the...the point is that the lump sum award
which 1is calculated to be half of the total award has to be
used for medical payments, for nursing home expenses, for
whatever expenses that are incurred and paid to the medical
profession by this individual, so the annuity concept

really...what I'm +trying to get at is that that's not going
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to be enough to do it. I don't think that you're going
tOe..you know, if...if the money is going to be paid back to
the medical profession, under this bill it says specifically
it has to be paid for those particular expenses, then what is
he getting for his pain and suffering over the course of all
these years?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Well,...just so there's po nmisunderstanding here and
I...and I...and again, I have heard this argument, in...in
some respects I suppose it!'s fair %0 SaYeee0r it's...it’s
easy to say it is not fair and to a certain extent 1'll agree
with that. The difference here is that the court enters a
lump sun for past damages and any damages payable in lamp sum
to the date of the verdict. 50, YOUeeothat...that wmoney
iSes.is readily available. e are talking really abouat future
damage payments, and you are correct, uader your
hypothetical, the individual victim, be it a @[inOT O©OTe..0C
one who has reached majority, does not receive that in a lump
sum; and what we have effectively said by virtue of this is
that instead of...assume I'am the victim, instead of ne
receiving the two hundred and fifty thousand dollars and
being in a position to invest it so that I can take care of
nyself for the...the rest of my actuarial life, we are leav-
ing...2ssentially, leaving the money with the defendant or
his insurer who will then, obviously, invest the money and
pay out an anmnuity, and that's the reason we fought so hard
to get the inflation factor in there, because 1 assume that
if I invest on my own behalf, I can expect a reasonable rate
of return on an annual basis in order %o pay my bills. We ace
except...we are expecting and demanding the same thing fron
the insurer who's now holding the money, that, in fact, there

will be a...a reasonable return and +the payments...periodic
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payments on an annual basis w¥ill reflect that investment.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there further discussion? Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

Mr. President and members, I just wanted to rise briefly
to make a point that I fear may go ignored in all of this
debate, and...and I say this as one who has been along with
many othegs active in pushing toward this type of resolution
on this issue, but I, for one, have a little bit of hard tiame
seeing why we create this remedy for one class of defendants
only. Granted, doctors are important to all of us and are
important people in our society; granted, the fact that ever
rising premiums for malpractice insurance are a major reason
why health care costs are skyrocketing further and further,
but I think we have to ask that if w«e are truly going to
bring some sort of reform to our system of civil justice, if
we are to make this fairly radical step is overhauling our
tort system, should we not be doing it in a way that affects
all defendants and lawsuits egually? If we are, for exanmple,
to be saying that there shall be structured verdicts for any
award over two hundred and fifty thousand dollars, if we are
to make it easier to countersue where untrue allegations are
nade or where some sort of...palicious prosecution proceeds
without any basis in law, in fact; if we are to say that
awards are to be reduced by all or a portion of money coming
in from what are known as collateral sources and if there is
to be some sort of limit on contingency attorney fees, should
this npot be the case in all negligence lawsuits and not only
in those where doctors are the defendants? And I say that
2S..,a5 one who feels that what we are doing here is...is
really kind of the mirimum necessary, but I...I think it’'s
only fair and I think also that quite conceivably at sone
point there could be an equal protection challenge to the

type of remedy we are creating by changing ocur tort system
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ine..in a way, frankly, that only affects one class of
defendants. I say that as one who favors this legislation,
but I do s0 through raising this caveat.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schunenana
SENATOR SCHUNEHMAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. A gqusstion of -the sponsor,
please. Senator Rock, I mentioned last night that I had an
interest in the punitive damages portion of this, and om page
15 where *they talk about punitive damages, I note that <the
amendment relieves doctors and hospitals and other medical
practitioners from punitive damages but it also relieves law-
yers from punitive damages. Now in the case of lawyers, are
they relieved from punitive damages only for malpractice
cases or are they relieved of punitive damage for all kinds
of legal activities?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Rock.

SENATOR ROCK:

Malpractice only.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.

SENATOR SCHUNEMAN:

Well, I don't thimk that's exactly clear in the...in the
amendment, Senator,...frankly, it appeared to me thatee.it
probably would go beyond that, but in any event, I simply
wanted to make that point. I'm surely going to vote for the
legislation and I...I think you and others should be
congratulated on...on putting this package together, but I am
curious about that particular provision.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

If there's no farther discussion, Senator Rock may close.

SENATOR ROCK:

Thank you, fir. President. Just to further allay, I hope,
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Senator Schunenan's fear, that matter was discussed and dis-
cussed specifically because there was some concern on the
part of the medical prefessional, the doctor, who did not
feel, as Senator Geo-Karis did not feel, that it was appro-
priate that a doctor should be it...and under any circum-
stance liable for punitive damages; and, frankly, I agreed
for the reasomn that if...1f you can prove such willful and
wanton neglect, that, in my judgment, is tantamount to crim-
inal action and I would not sue one for punitive damages, I
would march right over to the state’s attorney!s office and
have the guay thrown inm the slammer, aad it was equally felt
that given the other provisions of this bill where...where,
for instance, as one who...plaintiff's attorney has to con-
sult with and have certified that he has a meritorious cause
of action. 59, 1literally, the...the...the opportunity for
punitive damage recovery was literally knocked out anyway,
but the fact is, it is in Section 21115...21115, it makes it
very, very clear that it is punitive damages only as respects
medical malpractice litigation. Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate, let me just say that...we worked long and hard to try
to effect a compromise to 1literally take this issue out
because it is truly not a partisan issue. It iS...and it has
been wrongfully characterized somehow as a fight betweem the
doctors and the 1lawyers, when think, as Senator Netsch
rightfully pointed out, that the people that we ought to have
our interest placed in are those who are the innocent victinms
of professional misconduct. I think we have done that with
Senate Bill 1200 as amended and I urge an Aye vote.
PRESIDING OPFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1200 pass. Those in favor

will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open.

Have all voted who wish? Take the record. On that question,

the Ayes are 35, the Nays are none, none voiing Present.

Senate Bill 1200 having received the constitutional majority
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is declared passed, Senate Bill 1211, Senator Degnan. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1211,

(Secretary reads title of bill)

3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.
SENATOR DEGNAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1211 is part of a
six~bill package that was the work product of the State Task
Force on Hispanic Student Dropouts. It requires the annual
report on State high school drop-out rates to be given to the
leadership of the General Assembly annually. As amended, it
also requires that...students complete one semester of course
education in computer literacy as a prerequisite to receiving
a high school diploma. I'd be happy to answer any questions.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Schaffer.

SENATOR SCHAFFER:

Well, I happen to agree with the sponsors that computer
literacy is going to be a very, very important part of living
in our society in the years ahead, but I would suggest to you
that what we have in front of us is ome of the largest educa-~
tional sState mandates, unfunded, that this Assembly has
addressed in the number of years. Host of the mandates that
we get a lot of flak about like consumer education and health
education are just a few days of course. This is a full
semester, requiring specialized teachers, requiring expen-
sive, specialized eguipment. I agree. I don?’t think a
person leaving a high school who is not at least somewhat
computer literate is going to have a very bright future. #e
ought to be teaching it. I'm not arguing that point for a

minute,. My <concern is, we are not funding what is probably
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the most expensive mandate this General Assembly will send

out in the 1lifetimes of most of us asseobled., I think we
ought to do it. I think we ought to pay for it though, and
until we pay for it, I don't think we ought to mandate it.
PBRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Kustra.
SENATOR KUSTRA:

Thank you, Mr. President and wmembers of the Senate.
Because this bill was not voted on favorably in committee but
added as an amendment, I do feel it's important %o Trise at
this particular stage. With all due respect to Senator
Lechowicz, I know exactly what you're trying to do, I agree
with Senator Schaffer in the mandates argument and all of
that.e I*d just like to add the perspective of the student.
Now, I'd 1like to do that by using a conversation I had with
ny daughter just two days ago, and I d6 this with some
reluctance because in a sense I'm arguing against myself. In
a day or so or nexi week or whenever it is, I expect to stand
on this vFloor and arqgue against demandating physical edu-
cation and driver's education, I believe strongly inm those
mandates; but ny daughter called me the other day to set up
her junior year, and in setting up her junior year she was
trying to work a math course in and when she got finished
with phys. ed., and driver's ed., and consumef ed., she didn't
have room for it. Now, you're going to add computer edu-
cation. Believe me, I'm all for computer education. I want
that driver's ed. mandate just as it is. I want that physi-
cal education manda*te just as it is, but ue’ve.got to draw a
line somewhere or you're not going to have these kids taking
the courses they feel are necessary for college prep. in this
particular case., She wanted to know, dad, what's this con-
sﬁmer ed.? Who did that? Hell, I didn't have anything to do
with that and I'11 let somebody else arque why we need that

one, but today we've got +the newest in a long 1line of
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mandates and all I suggest is that you're hurting kids by
this particular mandate. Forget who’s going to pay for it and
the cost and all of that, that's important too, but I really
think we ought to stop and think of the kids who have to pre-
pare their schedules semester after semester. If they want
to take it, fine, but don't force them to take it when they
think they have better things to take, and in this case, I
tend to agree with them.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Maitland.
SENATOR MAITLAND:

(Machine cutoff)...Mr. President. Senator Lechosicz,
Tevelasal®m sOCry that youU...the bill ¥as d....WaS a rCeason-
able bill before the amendment was put on. I think that the
arguments have all been made. I think right now when we are
just in the process of reforming education in Illinois, I
think this is an inappropriate time to do what you are sug-
gesting. There are wmany young people who simply will
Develessl...in my judgment, even need to have a computer
literacy course; indeed, most will, but to mandate this upon
all of them I think is inappropriate at this time, and let me
suggest to you with respect to the bill that if the bill
passes out of this Chamber, the bill in its original form, I
think, is...has some flaws in it with respect to the report-
ing dates. He...we don't address in any way the time in
which the school shall report to the regional superintendent
and when the regiomal superintendent will be asked to report
to the State Board of Education. I think this is a flaw in
the bill and one that needs to be addressed in thee..in the
House and I bring that to your attention...in the House if
the bill passes.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Lechowicz.

SENATOB LECHOWICZ:
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Thank you, Hr. President and Ladies and Gentlemen Of the
Senate. If I may, just point out %o the segment in referencs
to the bill as far as requiring one sSemester of computer
training was agreed by the educational community in the
committese. 1Initially I asked for one year and they stated
that they would not object to one semester, and they also
stated on the Floor when you were discussing the amendment
that would write to Ted Sanders and see exactly what the
State is spending presently in this field. And his response
to me vhich I received this week was in the area of two mil-
lion dollars and it?s allocated approximately a hundred thou-
sand dollars per district., And out of a 6.4 biilion dollar
educational budget, that's the total cost of education in
this State, approximately two and a half billion supplied by
general revenue funds, you will notice the fact that a two
million dollar allocation in this field is guite negligible,
and I believe that if we are going to move into the 21si Cen-
tury and ask the students who are gradusating from high school
to compete on an eguitable basis through college and
you're...with foreign countries, this is a must. ®hether you
like it or not, the computer is here to stay. If you want to
have a person that is able %o work in a current office envi-
ronment, they have to be familiar with this type of equip-
ment. This doesn’t mandate that you’re to take a 360 course
or a 1410 or anything else, all you're stating is that you
have a computer literacy course available. You can have a
Haskin and Sells as far as basic data processing course which
a math teacher cam teach. This doesn’t require any extraor-
dinary requirements on any school district. You're saying
that you should have a course available. Unfortunately, in
many public schools in the City of Chicago, the stﬁdéﬁts are
at a total disadvantage in comparison to your suburban school
districts and your private schools, This %will bring some sort

of equity in this needed field, and I strongly encourage an



Page 75 - Bay 24, 1985

Aye vote,
PBESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan, do you wish to close? The gquestion is,
shall Senate Bill 1211 pass. Those in favor sill vote Aye.
Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted
who wish? Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 32, the Nays
are 25, nope voting Present, Senate Bill 1211 bhaving
received the constitutional majority is declared passede For
what purpose Senator Topinka arise?

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, Hr. President, a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR TOPINKA:

Yes, in the back of the room and up in the gallery, I do
have some visitors from Senator Degnanm and my district fron
Lincoln School in Cicero under the direction of their
teacher, Mrs. Adell Vasic, who is making her thirtieth
appearance this year and she will be retiring, so if we could
have the‘recognition from the Senate and welcome them to
Springfield.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Would they please rise and be recognized. Senator Nedza,
for what purpose do you arise?
SENATOR NEDZA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Had I been in closer proximity
of ny swvitch vhen Senate Bill 1200 was called, I would have
been...I would have voted Ay2 and I wish to be so recorded.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Vadalabene, the same thing? Senator Topinkas...it
would be nice if all of you would sit in your seats and vote
your switches. Senate Bill 1215, Senator Degnan. Read the

bill, Mr...Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you arise?
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SENATOR VADALABENE:

Yes, you didn®t take any pains in giving me hell when I
done that, now let's be a li:tle bit more consistent.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SERATOR S5AVICKAS)

What pain? Senator Degnan on 1215. Read the bill, #r.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1215,

{Secretary rezads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER:z (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Degnan.

SERATOR DEGHAN:

Thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1215 is the final
bill in the recommendations of the Hispanic Student Dropout
Task Force. The bill requires previously attended schools to
send copies of vrecords to the student'’s new school withia
fifteen days after receiving a request for thenm. I'd move
its passage.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question 1is...is there discussion? If not, the question
is, shall Senate Bill 1215 pass. Those in favor will vote
Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all
voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record.

On that question, the Ayes are 54, the Nays are none, none

voting Preseat. Senate Bill 1215 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. Senate Bill 1220,
Senator Jones. Read the bill, Nr. Secretarye.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill 1220.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
| 3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.
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SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thaak you, Mr. President and members of the Senate.
Senate Bill 1220 sets a max. salary for...part-time court
reporters at fifty dollars. Theeesthe nminimum salary £for
half-day will remain the same at twelve dollars. The thirty-~
six dollar figure has mot changed since 1970, and I'1l answver
any questions amyone has on this legislation.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the question is, shall
Senate Bill 1220 pass, Those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed vote Nay. The voting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Take the record. On that question, the Ayes are 51,
the Nays are 1, none voting Present. Senate Bill 1220 having
received the constitutional majority is declared passed.
Senate Bill 1221, Sepator Jones. Read éhe bill, #r. Secre-
tary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1221.

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jomnes.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Hr. President. Senate Bill 1221 set a
max. salary beginning July 1, 1986 for...at thirty-seven
thousand two hundred fifty doliars for a full-time court
reporters. The reason why we had to put the legislation in at
this time because they cannot receive a raise during their
term, If we were to wait to the next fiscal year to do this,
then they would be unable to receive a...a pay raise. This
does not automatically give them a pay raise. All it does is
set the salary and w#e are setting that salary beginming July
t at thirty-seven thousand two hundred and fifty dollérs, and

I ask a favorable vote.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? If not, the guestiom is, shall
Senate Bill 1221 pass. Those in favor will vote Aye. Thosa
opposed vote Nay. The wvoting is open. Have all voted who
wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Oa that
question, the Ayes are 38, the Nays are 13, 1 voting Present.
Senate Bill 1221 having received the comstitutional majority
is declared passed. Senate Bill 1223, Senator Jones. Read
the bill, Mr. Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1223,

(Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. This bill
simply...reguires that a court reporter be in charge of any
audio or..video recording system used in court...in recording
court proceedings. I don't know of no opposition to the
bill, and I ask a favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Karpiel.
SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, thank you, Mr. President. Senator Jones, a gues-
tion.

PRESIDING OFéICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Indicates he'll yield.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

I don't have a copy of the,..of the legislation in front
of me of Senmate Bill 179 which ve passed out of here dealing
wit videotaping in <children's sexual abuse cases, but
there's a very detailed section in that 1legislation which

determines, you know, who can take the video and...and the
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whole operation of it. I'm not sure this is consistent
because if this is a court reporter...is this...is this just
sayimg that a court reporter has to be in charge of the whole
operation but somsbody else would be doing the video:taping?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones,
SENATOR JONES:

Any...any proceedings in the court itself. Now it does
not impact om what you were talking about, but it
just...what...what is taking place within the court itself.
If the Supreme Court authorizes video recording...depositions
upon agreement of parties to be ordered, then the court
reporter would be involved.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Yes, thank you. Hell, Senator, according to our analysis
it says that the court reporter shall be in charge of the
proceedings. Now is it...are you indica*ing that it's just
in certain cases or in all cases?

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones,

SENATOR JONES:

Ife..if the...if the judge or the court...designate that
these proceedings be recorded as such, then the court
reporter would be the person in charge of any audio or video
recording equipnment,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Karpiel.

SENATOR KARPIEL:

Well, all right. I...if,..if we find that there is some
inconsistency here, would you mind then, in the...House, if
we did something to exempt in certain cases or something like

that?
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PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Jones.
SENATOR JONES:
I have no problem with that whatsoever.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKRAS)

Senator Rigney.

|
|
END OF REEL



Page 81 - May 24, 1385

REEL £3

SENATOR RIGNEY:

I just might point out to the Body that I had some legis-
lation earlier here that not many people liked very well.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

#ill they clear in aisle in front of Sepator Rigney.
SENATOR RIGNEY:

In fact, Senator Schaffer and some others did a pretty
good number on that bill when I suggested that maybe we ought
tO0.s.Tequire certification for video officers. Now what this
bill 1is doing is almost the exact opposite of this. This is
saying vwe're...we're creating something‘exclusively here for
court reporters, We're saying, you know, kick the pros ou§
and let the cour: reporters be the ones who are going to be
handling all of this video eguipment. S0...you didn't like
ny bill, but I, frankly, don?t think this one is as good
4S...a5 the one that you shot down here a week or so agoa
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAHELL:

Thank...thank you, very wmuch, ¥r. President. W®ill the
sponsor yield for a question?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

He indicates he will,

SENATOR FAWELL:

#hat are you going to do about the Supreme Court where
they are...videotaping the procedures for television? Are
yOoUews.you're surely not going to tell the television people
that itfs going to be the court reporter that?s going to be
in charge of taping, and yet the way this bill reads it seens
to me that that's exactly what you're going to do.

PRESIDING COFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICRAS)
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Senator Jomnes.

SENATOR JONES:

If you're talking about recording the proceedings
of...0f a court operation, then the court reporter would be
in charge,

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.

SENATOR FAHWELL:

Senator Jones, perhaps you aren’it aware but right now the
Supreme Court is allowing the television netwsrks to come in
and..,and videotape certain procesdings on...with the idea
that perhaps in the future they may come in either to the
circuit courts or the appellate courts. There is no way that
I can see a producer or a union or a lot of other people
saying that a court reporter is going to be able to take con-
trol out of...of those videotapings, and to nmy knowledge,
that 1is the only court that allows videotaping inside the
courtroom during a proceeding., The Supreme <Court rale bhas
said that you can't videotape any other courts...unless some-
thing has changed within the last year that I am...not knowl-
edge to. Perhaps if there is, one of the lawyers might tell
me, but I...I believe that's...that’s the only time you can
have a videotaping.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is that a question, Senator Fawell? No? Yes, Senator

Jones.
SENATOR FAWELL:

sssyes, I pean, could you..,.do you know?
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jopes.

SENATOR JONES:

In the bill, and...and...and I*1l read it to you, Senator

Fawell. "In the event that the court utilizes audic-video

recording system to record the proceedings, a court reporter
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shall be in charge of such...I mean, such a system.,¥ Now,
aSs»»25 it relate to the...appellate.,.appellaze court as far
as the court veporter is concerned, i: does not impact at
that level.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Schuneman.
SENATOR SCHUNEHAN:

Thank you, Mr. President. This bill flew out of commit~
tee and it was well greased there. Since it left committee
Itve been thinking a little bit about it. I think this is a
lot 1like regquiring a...a fireman on a diesel locomotive
really.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Geo-Karis.

SENATOR GEQO-KARIS:

¥ell, Mr. President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate...to c¢all to spomnsor's attention, this bill will
interfere with the structure in Senate Bill 173 which is spe-
cific on the molestation of children being videoed. So 1
wonder if the sponsor sould take the bill out of the record
and maybe amend it. And I...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there...is there.,..is there further discussion? If
not, Senator Jones may close.
SENATOR JONES:

»ssthank you, Mr. President, and to my good friend, Sena-
tor Rigney, this is the same amendment that went on your bill
that I voted for and we all voted for it fo pu%f...put on the
Senate Floor. And I supported your bill. And you were in
great support of this concept. The only difference in this
bill and your bill is you're calling for a whole new certifi-
cation system. I supported you and you included this in your
bill, if you recall, in coummittee, and that's why +he...the

bill passed out of the committee. It wasn't greased, the
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members voted in good comscience and thought it was the best
thing to do. So with this legislation, all I ask for is a
favorable vote.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The question is, shall Senate Bill 1223 pass. ThoS€.aail
favor will vote Aye. Those opposed vote Nay. The voting is
open., Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish?
Have all voted who wish? Take the record. Sznatoer Jones
iSeweo.the...on that gquestion, the Ayes are 22, the Nays are
26, 7 voting Present. On that gquestion, Senator Jones seeks
leave of the Body to put Senate Bill 1223 on the Order of
Postponed Consideration. Is leave granted? Leave is
granted. There sesms to be technical problem on Senate Bill
1165, I'n informed by the Secretary that no hard copy record-
ing of the vote was made. The...the vote was 54 to nothing,
nobody voting Present. The Secretary would appreciate a new
roll call on 1165 indicating that roll call so that we can
have it in our records. Hr. Secretary, would you read the
bill, Senate Bill 1165.

SECRETARY:

It's the Department of Public Health to conduct a study
of the pesticide use,

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

On that question, +those in favor will vote Aye. Those
opposed will vote Nay. The voting is open. He're short a
few votes, Senators. Bring it up to 54, Take the record.
On that guestion, the Ayes are 55, the Nays are |, none
voting Present. Senate Bill 1165 having received the con-
stitutional majority is declared passed. For what purpose
does Senator DeAngelis arise?

SENATOR DeANGELIS:

#ell, I think...does this not screw up the record?

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

No. #e'll work it out, Senator. Semnate Bill 1227, Sena-
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tor Carroll. Read the bill, Mr. Secretary.
SECRETARY:
Senate Bill...Senate Bill 1227.
{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill,
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)
Senator Carroll.
SENATOR CBRROLL:

Thank you, Mr., President, Ladies and Gentlemen of the
Senate. This is a merely bill, merely to allow Illinois
courts to hear the cases that are concurrent jurisdiction as
in the Federal cases such as the FELA cases. It allows it to
be brought in any county where the plaintiff iSe..or the
defendant, rather, is doing business and it can, in fact, be
moved by normal transfer processes on a change of venue to
any county within the State. I think everyoame understands
the bill and I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Geo-Karis.
SENATOR GEO-KARIS:

Mr. President, Ladiess and Gentlemen of the Senate. Much
as I would like...regret that I have to do this, I do not
believe in forum shopping, Recently this...,Illinois Supreme
Court has 1lipited the plaintiff’s forum shopping by ruliag
that trial courts may dispiss or transfer a case under the
doctrine of forum non conveniens which means not a coavenient
forum, from the Latin, when maintenance of the action of the
original forum causes unnecessary hardship to defendants and
other interested parties. Now, the...the courts are to con-
sider the following factors; the availability of the alterna-
tive forum, as access to sources of proof, accessibility of
witnesses, relative advantages and obstacles to obtaining a
fair trial, congested court dockets and convenience of par-

ties. I do not feel it is right for a case that happens in
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Chicago to be tried in Belleville, Illinois., And I do feel
that this is too mach of a...of a trial lawyer's baby, and
I'm a trial lawyer and speaking against my own interest, but
I..+1 just do not believe in this kind of a...0f a bill. As
the sponsor well...well knows, I didn't believe in it before.
So I...I ask a...an unfavorable vote and I speak against the
bill.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Barkhausen.
SENATOR BARKHAUSEN:

ess8r. President and members, the spomsor of the bill
certainly knows better than to refer to this as a merely
bill, but I think by this time everybody is pretty familiar
Wwith it. It's a bill, quite frankly, that iS...0f...0f
interest to the trial bar in certain parts of our State, most
notoriously Madison County, but everyone else would be
adversely affected by it. Certainly you or I or anybody else
if we were a plaintiff or a defendant in a lawsuit or if we
were going to be called upon to be a witness and the incident
occurred in the area whare we lived and the parties to the
lawsuit also resided in the same area, we wouldn't
have...want to have to be dragged from one end of the State
to the other or even across the couniry to an area that
really had nothing to do with the particular lawsuit other
than that the defendant was "doing business." 1In the case of
a railroad, we may only be talking about railroad
tracks...the fact that they happen to go through the county
where the lawsuit is brought. 1In the case of a barge line,
ve may happen to be talking about merely the fact that the
river goes through or around the county where the lawsuit is
brought. So all we are doing by rejecting this 1legislation
is wupholding the ancient conmon law doctrine that a lawsuit
ought to be tried in the forum in the <court which is most

convenient to the parties and the witnesses to the...:t0 the
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case. This bill has been around now for three or four years
and, frankly, it's about the worst piece of legislation that
has come our way. All of us...can...with good conscience
should, and I hope we will, vote to reject it.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Fawell.
SENATOR FANBLL:

I think everybody knows what this bill is about and I
call for the previous guestion.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

The previous question has been moved. All those in favor
indicate by saying Aye. The Ayes have it. I did. Sanator
Carroll may close.

SENATOR CARBOLL:

Thank you. Just a couple of brief comments. One, Sena-
tor Barkhausen, I've seen worse bills than this, sometines
even in your pame. Second, Senator Geo-Karis, have you asked
E. P, Hutton about this? But more importantly, you happen to
be wrong; in fact, this does no:t touch the area of venue and
you don't have to be carried all over the State, you caun
always ask for a change of verue and it cam, in fact, and
will, in fact, be allowed. It can be moved to any county
within the S%tate, that is not affectad by this legislation
whatsoever. W®hat this says is if they do business in Illi-
nois, then it's proper to bring the case here in Illinois,
and I would ask for a favorable roll call.

PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Question is, shall Senate Bill 1227 pass. Those in favor
vote Aye. Those opposad vote Nay. The voting is open.
Have all voted who wish? Have all voted who wish? Take the
record. On that guestion, the Ayes are 3, the Nays are 42, 3
voting Present. Senate Bill 1227 having failed %0 receive
the constitutional wmajority is declared passéd..,.l mean,

declared lost. Senator Vadalabene, for what purpose do you
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arise?
SENATOR VADALABENE:

On a point of personal privilege.
PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

State your point.

SENATOR VADALABENE:

Sit down, Carroll, you just lost your bill. Senator
Barkhouse...S5enator Barkhausen said thateee
PRESIDING OFFICER: {(SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senate Bill 1231, Senator Jones. Bead +the bill, Hr.
Secretary.

SECRETARY:

Senate Bill 1231.

{Secretary reads title of bill)
3rd reading of the bill.
PRESIDING GFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Jones.

SENATOR JONES:

Teah, thank you, Mr. President, I'l11 take that
sSame...that past roll call in reverse. Senate Bill 1231
amends the State Revenue Sharing Act to increase the monthly
transfer from the GRF funds to local units of government from
one-tvwelfth to one-tenth in net revenue derived from an
income tax. This bill is a modeSte..very modest...

PRESIDING OFFICER: {SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Let's have a little order, this is an important bill.
The Senate will give Sena*or Jones the courtesy of listening.
SENATOR JONES:

+»sthis bill is a very modest attempt o increase +the
share of local taxes allocated to local units of government
thoughout the State. It...it is really not a new concept, I
fnow Senator Netsch has had this bill for several years and
when the...we originally passed the income tax, the Governor

then...the State Income Tax, the previous Governor at that
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time...they recommended that the local units of government
would receive one-eighth. So why do we want to do this? dHe
want to do this to partially offset the...the elimination of
Federal revenue sharing that is currently being debated in
Congress for FY *86 in the Federal budget and to partially
offset the various State mandates that have been imposed on
local units of government over the years and also 4o help
make local units of government receive some of the income tax
as a result of...that has been lost as a result of legis-
lation that we have passed hers in Springfield.
The...the...the fiscal impact is very, very minor as it
relates to the State budget. 1In FY 86 we’re only talking
about approximately twenty-seven million dollars. And FY '87
ve're talking abou% approximately fifty-five to sixty million
dollars. The State of Illinois is...in very, very good shape
as it relate to revenue. I can quote the Governor when he
¥as in Hew York just last month when he talk about the...the
State balance; Illinois' daily balance is over five hundred
willion dollars, one of the best available balances at all
levels in the nation. But our local units of government are
suffering, and in...in the fall of this year, they‘re going
to be really impacted very hard with loss of revenue totaling
approximately two hundred and ten wmillion dollars, a hundred
and thirty-six million dollars to...to...to cities, forty-two
million to counties and thirty-two million to township, and
this is the report from our own Intergovernmental Corporation
Commission and I solicit a...a Yea voie op 1231.
PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Is there discussion? Senator Keats.
SENATOR KEATS:

Thank you, #Hr. President. As the pro bono legal counsel
for the Senate, I want to advise all of you of your comstitu-
tional right to remain...remain silemt, and I would 1ike to

move the previous gquestion.
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PRESIDING OFFICER: (SENATOR SAVICKAS)

Senator Keats has moved the previous question, and I'4d
ask him to hold that motion until...we have Senator
Netsch,.».»Collins, Etheredge and Rigney that have sought
recognition. On Senator Keats' motion, after that, all those
in favor indicate by saying Aye. Those opposed. The Ayes
have it. The motion carries. Senator Netsch.

SENATOR NETSCH:

Thank you, MHr. Presidenta. This bill is really a very
serious matter and it seems to me all of you should pay
attention and think carefully about it., I had originally
intended to oppose the proposal that we change the distribu-
tive share for local governments from one-iwelfth to whatever
night be proposed, in this case, one-tenth at the beginning
of the Session. But as the Session went oan, I came to
realize that among other thimgs the proposal that was being
made at the Federal level to cut off all general revenue
sharing which now goes only to units of local government in
any event was very likely to end up as part of whatever
budget resolution occurred at the Federal level. As of this
moment, it ceontinues to be a part of every budget resolution
that is being proposed in either House and it certainly is a
part of the administration's plan. For Illinois, that means
that local governments are going to lose two hundred and ten
million dollars fast, as soon as that becomes effective. And
they are no%t talking about a delayed or a phase-in of the
elimination of Federal gemeral revenue sharing now. That is
a hundred an thirty-six million dollars for nuni